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Abstract: Youth, considered as a process experienced between childhood and adulthood, is one of the
outcomes of the modern world. It is a concept that constantly renews itself and adds new values from the past
to the present, influenced by technological developments as well as social and economic conjunctures. So much
so that new youth cultures and identities are continuously produced. Among these youth identities and classes,
the subject of our research is university youth. University youth differs from other segments of youth due to
factors such as their level of education, the roles they play in social life, and the statuses they will hold in the
future. In this study, how university youth perceive politics and their attitudes toward and levels of involvement
in the political sphere were investigated. Within the scope of the research, a survey was conducted between
May 18-29, 2015, with 434 students studying in 11 faculties at Trakya University. Of these surveys, 426 were
included in the evaluation. This number was determined using simple random sampling and stratified sampling
methods. The findings indicate that although 82.9% of the students believe that youth should be interested in
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politics, 55.9% have never engaged in any political activity throughout their lives. The rate of non-participation
in political activities is higher among students who define their families as protective or authoritarian. It was
found that men are more active than women in participating in political activities; 66.5% of women have not
participated in any political activity. 95.5% of the students are social media users, and the most discussed topic
on social media is politics at 37.3%. The subject of news that attracts the most attention from students is also
politics, with a rate of 32.9%. Additionally, it was determined that the internet has a significant impact on the
formation of young people's political views.

Keywords: Politics, Youth, University Youth, Political Perception, Political Participation.

Oz: Cocukluk ile yetiskinlik y1llar1 arasinda yasanan bir siirec olarak degerlendirilen genglik modern diinyanin
getirilerinden biridir. Gegmisten giiniimiize siirekli olarak kendini yenileyen, kendine yeni degerler katan bir
kavramdir. Teknolojik gelismelerden, toplumsal ve ekonomik konjonktiirden etkilenmektedir. Oyle ki bu
toplumsal doniisiimlere paralel olarak olarak genclige iliskin yeni kiiltiirler ve yeni kimlikler iiretilmektedir.
S6z konusu genglik kimlikleri ve siniflar1 arasinda arastirmamiza konu olan genglik iiniversite gencligidir.
Universite gencligi sahip oldugu egitim diizeyi, toplumsal yasamda iistlendigi roller ve gelecekte erismesi
muhtemel statiiler bakimindan diger genglik kesimlerinden ayrilmakta ve 6zglin bir toplumsal kategori
olusturmaktadir. Calismada {iniversite gencliginin siyaseti nasil algiladiklar1 ve siyasal alana dahil olma
tutumlar1 ve dereceleri arastirilmigtir. Arastirma kapsaminda, 18-29 Mayis 2015 tarihleri arasinda Trakya
Universitesi’nde 11 fakiiltede egitimine devam eden 434 grenciye anket uygulanmistir. Bu anketlerden 426
tanesi degerlendirmeye alinmistir. Bu say1 belirlenirken basit tesadiifi rnekleme metodu ve tabakali 6rnekleme
metodu kullanilmistir. Bulgular, 6grencilerin %82,9’unun gencligin siyasetle ilgilenmesi gerektigini
disiinmesine ragmen, %55,9’unun hayatt boyunca hicbir siyasal faaliyette bulunmadigini gostermektedir.
Ailesini koruyucu veya otoriter olarak tanimlayan 6grencilerde siyasal faaliyette bulunmama oranit daha
yiiksektir. Siyasal faaliyetlere katilimda erkeklerin kadinlara oranla daha aktif oldugu saptanmigtir. Kadinlarin
%66,5°1 higbir siyasal faaliyete katilmamugstir. Ogrencilerin %95,5’i sosyal medya kullanicisidir ve sosyal
medyada en ¢ok tartigtiklart konu %37,3 ile siyasettir. Ogrencilerin dikkatini geken haberlerin konu baghgi ise
%32,9 orani ile siyasettir. Ayrica genglerin siyasal goriislerinin sekillenmesinde internetin bilyiik bir etkisinin
oldugu saptanmustir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Siyaset, Genglik, Universite Gengligi, Siyasal Alg1, Siyasal Katilim

Turkish Studies, 21(01)



Political Perception and Political Orientations Among University Youth:... 3301

Structured Abstract:

There is no universally accepted definition of the concept of youth. The lack of consensus stems from
the fact that researchers approach the subject from different perspectives. These approaches can be briefly
categorized as psychological, biological, and sociological. The psychological approach examines youth
through the lens of the individual's inner world. During this period, the young individual no longer feels a sense
of belonging to the world of children, yet has not fully entered adulthood either. Embodying certain
characteristics of both groups, the youth is dragged into a psychological impasse. Consequently, those who
approach the concept psychologically consider this period as a time of crisis (Parlak, 1999, p. 14). Definitions
framed within the biological approach, on the other hand, evaluate youth merely as an age range. In contrast,
the sociological approach criticizes the evaluation of youth solely based on chronological age. From this
perspective, definitions reliant on age criteria reveal intergenerational differences but fail to explain
intragenerational conflicts. Individuals of the same age but with disparate living conditions will experience
youth quite differently (SEKAM, 2013, p. 13). Furthermore, the age limits designated for youth vary from
country to country and society to society. Therefore, cultural factors must also be taken into consideration when
defining youth.

The emergence of the concept of youth as a distinct social category dates back to the 19th century.
Throughout history, individuals did not experience a period of "youth" in the modern sense. Once young people
completed their physical development, they were integrated into the adult world either by entering the
workforce or through marriage (inanir, 2005, p. 39). However, the transformations in production processes and
mechanization brought about by the Industrial Revolution necessitated a workforce equipped with technical
knowledge. Efforts to meet this demand led to the prolongation of the education period and the deepening of
educational content. This process caused individuals to spend increasingly more time in educational
institutions; universities, in particular, became spaces where young people gathered, shared common
experiences, and generated a collective consciousness alongside shared values. Consequently, youth emerged
as a highly visible life stage with its own unique characteristics (Cebi & Sahin Akilli, 2011, pp. 207-208).

By equipping young people with critical thinking and questioning skills through education, the
Industrial Revolution and modernization gave rise to youth as a social category that is sensitive to social issues
and capable of influencing economic, cultural, and political processes. Thereafter, youth began to be regarded
as the individuals who would carry societies into the future. A similar trajectory applies to Turkey. Along with
the Tanzimat era, educated Turkish youth studying in Western-style schools were expected to save the Ottoman
Empire from collapse. This perspective simultaneously transformed educated youth into a political category
(Liikiisli, 2008, p. 289). With the proclamation of the Republic, youth was deemed the protector of the
homeland and the revolutions. The youth embraced this assigned responsibility and primarily acted as
supporters of the regime in Turkey until the 1950s. However, the growing social opposition against the
Democratic Party government and its repressive policies in 1960 mobilized university students, ultimately
culminating in the 1960 Military Coup.

In Turkey, university youth assumed highly active roles in the political arena during the 1960s and
1970s, making a name for themselves through political movements that placed national issues at their core.
Due to these political movements, the youth, once considered the protectors of the state and its revolutions,
began to be perceived as a threat to the state (Ercins, 2009, p. 504). Following 1980, youth were deliberately
distanced from politics and criticized for being apolitical; driven by the repressive environment, they came to
the forefront with new identity quests in an effort to express themselves differently in ethnic, cultural, and
individual terms (Neyzi, 2011, p. 36). The neoliberal policies implemented during this period also transformed
the youth. With the advent of the 2000s, alongside technological advancements and the proliferation of digital
platforms, youth disconnected from traditional politics began to engage in political activities within digital
spheres.

This study, conducted on the students of Trakya University, addresses the general assumption that
youth are indifferent to politics and apolitical as its primary research problem. However, the study does not
aim to bring new criticisms against young people, but rather to determine their thoughts on the political sphere,
as well as their attitudes towards and levels of political participation. Despite the fact that young people's
disengagement from traditional and organized forms of participation is often directly labeled as depoliticization
in the literature, it is evident that the transformation of political participation pathways brought about by
digitalization, and the effects of these digital pathways on youth, have not been adequately examined. The
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study aims to reveal the relationship between youths' forms of political perception and their political
participation practices. Furthermore, it seeks to contribute to the literature by determining the extent to which
traditional and digital participation paradigms influence the political preferences of contemporary youth.

This research utilizes the survey method, which is a quantitative research technique. The population
of the study consists of Trakya University students. Due to the large size of the population, a sampling method
was employed. The sample included 11 faculties affiliated with Trakya University. Simple random sampling
and stratified sampling methods were utilized in the study. Out of 18,276 students studying in these faculties,
the number of students to be included in the survey was determined by proportioning the number of students
in each faculty to the total number of students, without considering class distinctions. Surveys were conducted
with 434 students, and 426 of these were deemed valid for evaluation. The survey study was conducted between
May 18 and 29, 2015. The Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) 15.0 software was used to
evaluate the data. Percentage-frequency tables were employed in the data analysis, and the Chi-square (X?) test
of independence was applied to determine whether there was a statistically significant relationship between
multi-variable data.

According to the research findings, 82.9% of university students believe that youth should be
interested in politics, and 70.7% enjoy discussing political issues in their daily lives. For young people who
discuss political matters mostly with their friends (50.5%) politics ranks first among the news headlines that
catch their attention, at 32.9%. These results indicate that the youth is not apolitical and actively follows
politics. Furthermore, 72.8% of the students have never joined a political party before, and 55.9% have never
participated in a political activity. Only 12% of the students are members of a political party or its youth branch.
The political participation levels of students who perceive their families' general attitude as protective or
authoritarian are lower than those who evaluate it as democratic. When all these are evaluated through the
gender factor, the political participation rates of women remain lower compared to those of men. A vast
majority of students (95%) actively follow social media. Politics is the most frequently discussed topic on these
platforms, and the books they read along with the information they acquire from the internet have been highly
influential in shaping the political views of a significant portion of the students. This underscores that the
internet and social media now hold a highly critical place in the lives of students.

The results of the study reveal that, contrary to popular belief, youth especially university youth are
not apolitical; they possess knowledge regarding the political sphere and are interested in politics. However,
young people no longer prefer traditional pathways of participation, opting instead to develop digital
participation practices. In this respect, the research highlights that studies evaluating the forms and levels of
youth political participation solely through criteria such as organizational affiliation, party membership, or
participation in marches and protests remain inadequate today. It emphasizes that digital forms of participation
must be incorporated into the literature on political participation. Thus, this study contributes to the
contemporary debates surrounding the alleged apolitical nature of university youth in Turkey.

Keywords: Politics, Youth, University Youth, Political Perception, Political Participation.
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Résumé Structuré:

Il n’existe pas de définition universellement admise du concept de jeunesse. Cette absence de
consensus résulte du fait que les chercheurs abordent cette notion a partir de perspectives théoriques différentes.
Ces approches peuvent étre regroupées, de maniére générale, en trois catégories : les approches psychologique,
biologique et sociologique. L’approche psychologique appréhende la jeunesse a travers le monde intérieur de
I’individu. Au cours de cette période, le jeune ne se sent plus appartenir a I’'univers de ’enfance, sans pour
autant avoir pleinement intégré celui de 1’age adulte. Porteur de caractéristiques propres a ces deux univers, il
se trouve confronté a une situation d’ambivalence psychologique. C’est pourquoi les chercheurs qui
privilégient cette perspective considérent la jeunesse comme une période de crise (Parlak, 1999, p. 14). A
I’inverse, 1I’approche biologique définit la jeunesse essentiellement comme une tranche d’age. La perspective
sociologique critique toutefois cette réduction de la jeunesse a un simple critére chronologique. Selon cette
approche, les définitions fondées exclusivement sur 1’age permettent certes de mettre en évidence les
différences intergénérationnelles, mais demeurent insuffisantes pour expliquer les disparités observées au sein
d’une méme génération. Des individus appartenant a la méme catégorie d’age, mais évoluant dans des
contextes sociaux, économiques et culturels distincts, vivent en effet ’expérience de la jeunesse de maniére
profondément différente (SEKAM, 2013, p. 13). En outre, les limites d’age retenues pour définir la jeunesse
varient d’un pays a ’autre et d’une société a I’autre. Dés lors, toute définition de la jeunesse doit nécessairement
prendre en considération les facteurs culturels.

L’émergence de la jeunesse en tant que catégorie sociale autonome remonte au XIXe siécle. Durant
les périodes antérieures, les individus ne connaissaient pas une phase de « jeunesse » au sens moderne du terme.
Une fois leur développement physique achevé, ils étaient directement intégrés au monde adulte, soit par leur
insertion dans la vie professionnelle, soit par le mariage (Inanir, 2005, p. 39). Toutefois, les transformations
des processus de production et la mécanisation engendrées par la Révolution industrielle ont créé un besoin
croissant de main-d’ceuvre disposant de compétences techniques spécialisées. Afin de répondre a cette
exigence, la durée des études s’est progressivement allongée et les contenus pédagogiques se sont approfondis.
Les individus ont ainsi passé une part toujours plus importante de leur vie au sein des établissements
d’enseignement. Les universités, en particulier, sont devenues des espaces privilégiés de rencontre ou les jeunes
partageaient des expériences communes, développaient une conscience collective et construisaient un
ensemble de valeurs communes. Ce processus a favorisé I’affirmation de la jeunesse comme une étape
spécifique de la vie, dotée de caractéristiques propres (Cebi & Sahin Akilli, 2011, pp. 207-208).

En dotant les jeunes d’une capacité de réflexion critique et de remise en question grace a 1’éducation,
la Révolution industrielle et le processus de modernisation ont contribué a faire émerger la jeunesse comme
une catégorie sociale particulierement sensible aux enjeux de la société et capable d’exercer une influence sur
les dynamiques économiques, culturelles et politiques. Dés lors, les jeunes ont été considérés comme les
principaux acteurs appelés a conduire les sociétés vers 1’avenir. Une évolution comparable s’est produite en
Turquie. A partir de la période des Tanzimat, les jeunes instruits dans les établissements d’enseignement de
type occidental étaient investis de la mission de sauver ’Empire ottoman de son déclin. Cette vision a
simultanément conféré a la jeunesse instruite le statut d’une catégorie politique (Liikiislii, 2008, p. 289). Apres
la proclamation de la République, la jeunesse fut érigée en gardienne de la patrie et des réformes républicaines.
Les jeunes assumeérent largement cette responsabilité et constituérent, jusqu’aux années 1950, un soutien
essentiel au régime politique en Turquie. Toutefois, 1’intensification de I’opposition sociale contre le
gouvernement du Parti démocrate et les politiques répressives mises en ceuvre en 1960 provoquérent la
mobilisation des étudiants universitaires, processus qui aboutit finalement au coup d’Etat militaire de 1960.
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Résumé structuré (2e partie)

En Turquie, au cours des années 1960 et 1970, la jeunesse universitaire a occupé une place
particulierement active sur la scéne politique et s’est illustrée par des mouvements politiques placant les
questions nationales au cceur de leurs revendications. Toutefois, ces mobilisations ont progressivement modifié
la perception de la jeunesse : alors qu’elle était auparavant considérée comme la garante de I’Etat et des
réformes républicaines, elle a commencé a étre pergue comme une menace potentielle pour I’ordre étatique
(Ercins, 2009, p. 504). A la suite de 1980, la jeunesse a été délibérément éloignée de la sphére politique et
fréquemment qualifiée d’apolitique. Sous I’effet du climat répressif de cette période, les jeunes se sont tournés
vers de nouvelles quétes identitaires afin d’exprimer leur individualité a travers des références ethniques,
culturelles et personnelles (Neyzi, 2011, p. 36). Les politiques néolibérales mises en ceuvre durant cette période
ont également profondément transformé les caractéristiques sociales de la jeunesse. Avec les années 2000,
parallelement aux progres technologiques et a la diffusion rapide des plateformes numériques, les jeunes, qui
s’étaient progressivement éloignés des formes traditionnelles de participation politique, ont commencé a
investir les espaces numériques comme nouveaux lieux d’engagement politique.

La présente étude, réalisée aupres des étudiants de I’Université de Trakya, prend pour principal
probléme de recherche 1’idée largement répandue selon laquelle les jeunes seraient désintéressés de la politique
et fondamentalement apolitiques. Toutefois, 1’objectif de cette recherche n’est pas de formuler de nouvelles
critiques a 1’égard de la jeunesse, mais d’identifier ses représentations de la sphére politique ainsi que ses
attitudes et son niveau de participation politique. Bien que I’¢loignement des jeunes des formes traditionnelles
et institutionnalisées de participation soit fréquemment interprété dans la littérature comme une manifestation
directe de dépolitisation, les transformations des modes de participation induites par la numérisation ainsi que
leurs effets sur les jeunes demeurent encore insuffisamment étudiés. Cette recherche vise ainsi a mettre en
évidence les relations entre les modes de perception de la politique chez les jeunes et leurs pratiques effectives
de participation politique. Elle entend également enrichir la littérature scientifique en évaluant dans quelle
mesure les paradigmes de participation traditionnels et numériques influencent les préférences politiques de la
jeunesse contemporaine.

Cette recherche repose sur la méthode d’enquéte, relevant des approches quantitatives. La population
de I’étude est constituée des étudiants de I’Université de Trakya. En raison de I’importance numérique de cette
population, un échantillonnage a été mis en ceuvre. L’échantillon couvre onze facultés de 1’Université¢ de
Trakya. Les méthodes d’échantillonnage aléatoire simple et d’échantillonnage stratifié ont été utilisées. Parmi
les 18 276 étudiants inscrits dans ces facultés, le nombre de participants retenus pour I’enquéte a été déterminé
proportionnellement a I’effectif de chaque faculté, sans distinction entre les années d’études. Au total, 434
questionnaires ont été¢ administrés, dont 426 ont été jugés valides pour I’analyse statistique. L’enquéte s’est
déroulée entre le 18 et le 29 mai 2015. Les données ont été analysées a 1’aide du logiciel Statistical Package
for the Social Sciences (SPSS) 15.0. Les analyses statistiques reposent sur des tableaux de fréquences et de
pourcentages, tandis que le test du x> (Chi carré) d’indépendance a été utilisé afin de déterminer I’existence
de relations statistiquement significatives entre les variables étudiées.

Les résultats de la recherche montrent que 82,9 % des étudiants universitaires estiment que les jeunes
devraient s’intéresser a la politique, tandis que 70,7 % déclarent apprécier les discussions portant sur les
questions politiques dans leur vie quotidienne. Les jeunes débattent principalement de politique avec leurs amis
(50,5 %) et les informations politiques constituent la catégorie d’actualité qui retient le plus leur attention (32,9
%). Ces résultats démontrent que la jeunesse n’est pas apolitique et qu’elle suit activement la vie politique. En
revanche, 72,8 % des étudiants n’ont jamais adhéré a un parti politique et 55,9 % n’ont jamais participé a une
activité politique. Seuls 12 % des répondants sont membres d’un parti politique ou de son organisation de
jeunesse. En outre, les étudiants qui percoivent I’attitude générale de leur famille comme protectrice ou
autoritaire présentent des niveaux de participation politique inférieurs a ceux qui qualifient leur environnement
familial de démocratique. L’analyse selon le sexe révele également que les taux de participation politique des
femmes demeurent inférieurs a ceux des hommes. Par ailleurs, une trés large majorité des étudiants (95 %)
utilise activement les réseaux sociaux. La politique y constitue le theme de discussion le plus fréquent, tandis
que les ouvrages qu’ils lisent ainsi que les informations obtenues sur Internet exercent une influence
considérable sur la formation des opinions politiques d’une part importante des étudiants. Ces résultats mettent
en évidence la place désormais centrale qu’occupent Internet et les réseaux sociaux dans la vie des étudiants.
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Les résultats de cette étude démontrent que, contrairement a une opinion largement répandue, les
jeunes — et plus particuliérement les étudiants universitaires — ne sont pas apolitiques. Ils disposent d’une
connaissance réelle de la sphére politique et manifestent un intérét soutenu pour les questions politiques.
Toutefois, ils privilégient désormais des formes de participation numérique plutot que les modes traditionnels
d’engagement politique. A cet égard, cette recherche souligne que les études évaluant la participation politique
des jeunes exclusivement a partir de critéres classiques, tels que 1’appartenance organisationnelle, I’adhésion a
un parti politique ou la participation a des manifestations et protestations, apparaissent aujourd’hui
insuffisantes. Elle insiste sur la nécessité d’intégrer les formes numériques de participation dans les travaux
consacrés a la participation politique. En ce sens, cette étude apporte une contribution significative aux débats
contemporains relatifs au prétendu caractére apolitique de la jeunesse universitaire en Turquie.

Mots-clés: politique, jeunesse, jeunesse universitaire, perception politique, participation politique.

Resumen Estructurado:

No existe una definicion universalmente aceptada del concepto de juventud. La ausencia de consenso
obedece al hecho de que los investigadores abordan esta nocion desde diferentes perspectivas tedricas. Estas
aproximaciones pueden clasificarse, de manera general, en tres categorias: psicologica, biologica y socioldgica.
La perspectiva psicoldgica analiza la juventud desde la dimension del mundo interior del individuo. Durante
esta etapa, el joven deja de sentirse perteneciente al universo de la infancia, aunque todavia no se ha
incorporado plenamente al mundo adulto. Al reunir simultdneamente determinadas caracteristicas propias de
ambas etapas, el joven experimenta una situacion de ambivalencia y conflicto psicologico. Por ello, quienes
adoptan este enfoque consideran la juventud como un periodo de crisis (Parlak, 1999, p. 14). Por su parte, la
perspectiva biologica define la juventud unicamente en funcidén de un intervalo de edad. En contraste, la
perspectiva socioldgica cuestiona la reduccion del concepto de juventud al criterio cronoldgico. Desde este
enfoque, las definiciones basadas exclusivamente en la edad permiten identificar diferencias
intergeneracionales, pero resultan insuficientes para explicar las divergencias existentes dentro de una misma
generacion. Individuos pertenecientes al mismo grupo etario, pero que viven en condiciones sociales,
econdmicas y culturales diferentes, experimentan la juventud de formas profundamente distintas (SEKAM,
2013, p. 13). Asimismo, los limites de edad establecidos para definir la juventud varian entre paises y
sociedades. En consecuencia, los factores culturales también deben ser considerados en toda definicion de este
concepto.

La aparicion de la juventud como una categoria social diferenciada se remonta al siglo XIX. A lo largo
de la historia, los individuos no experimentaban una etapa de «juventud» en el sentido moderno del término.
Una vez concluido su desarrollo fisico, pasaban directamente al mundo adulto, ya fuera incorporandose al
mercado laboral o mediante el matrimonio (Inanir, 2005, p. 39). Sin embargo, las transformaciones de los
procesos productivos y la mecanizacion derivadas de la Revolucion Industrial generaron la necesidad de una
fuerza de trabajo dotada de conocimientos y competencias técnicas especializadas. Los esfuerzos por satisfacer
esta demanda condujeron a la prolongacion de la duraciéon de la educacion y al enriquecimiento de sus
contenidos. Como consecuencia, los individuos comenzaron a permanecer durante periodos cada vez mas
prolongados en las instituciones educativas. En particular, las universidades se transformaron en espacios
donde los jovenes compartian experiencias comunes, desarrollaban una conciencia colectiva y construian un
sistema de valores compartidos. Este proceso favorecio la consolidacion de la juventud como una etapa vital
claramente diferenciada y dotada de caracteristicas propias (Cebi & Sahin Akilli, 2011, pp. 207-208).

Al dotar a los jovenes de capacidades de pensamiento critico y de cuestionamiento mediante la
educacion, la Revolucion Industrial y el proceso de modernizacion contribuyeron a la configuracion de la
juventud como una categoria social sensible a las problematicas colectivas y capaz de influir en los procesos
econdmicos, culturales y politicos. A partir de entonces, los jovenes comenzaron a ser considerados los
principales actores responsables de conducir a las sociedades hacia el futuro. Un proceso similar tuvo lugar en
Turquia. Con el periodo de las Tanzimat, se esperaba que la juventud instruida en las instituciones educativas
de estilo occidental fuese capaz de salvar al Imperio otomano de su proceso de decadencia. Esta concepcion
otorgd simultaneamente a la juventud educada el caracter de una categoria politica (Liikiislii, 2008, p. 289).
Tras la proclamacion de la Republica, la juventud fue concebida como la protectora de la patria y de las
reformas republicanas. Los jovenes asumieron dicha responsabilidad y actuaron, principalmente, como
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defensores del régimen politico en Turquia hasta la década de 1950. No obstante, el incremento de la oposicion
social contra el gobierno del Partido Democrata y la implementacion de politicas represivas en 1960
propiciaron la movilizacidon de los estudiantes universitarios, proceso que culminé finalmente en el golpe de
Estado militar de 1960.

Resumen estructurado

En Turquia, durante las décadas de 1960 y 1970, la juventud universitaria desempefié un papel
altamente activo en la esfera politica y adquiri6 notoriedad a través de movimientos politicos que situaban las
cuestiones nacionales en el centro de sus reivindicaciones. Como consecuencia de estas movilizaciones, la
juventud, anteriormente considerada como garante del Estado y de las reformas republicanas, comenzo a ser
percibida como una amenaza para el propio Estado (Ercins, 2009, p. 504). Tras 1980, los jovenes fueron
deliberadamente alejados de la vida politica y frecuentemente calificados de apoliticos. Bajo el impacto del
clima politico represivo de este periodo, pasaron a protagonizar nuevas busquedas identitarias con el propdsito
de expresar su identidad desde perspectivas étnicas, culturales e individuales (Neyzi, 2011, p. 36).
Paralelamente, las politicas neoliberales implementadas durante esos afios transformaron de manera
significativa las caracteristicas sociales de la juventud. Con la llegada de la década de 2000, y en paralelo con
los avances tecnologicos y la rapida expansion de las plataformas digitales, los jovenes, progresivamente
desvinculados de las formas tradicionales de participacion politica, comenzaron a desarrollar nuevas
modalidades de activismo politico en los espacios digitales.

La presente investigacion, realizada con estudiantes de la Universidad de Trakya, toma como
principal problema de investigacion la extendida percepcion de que los jovenes son indiferentes a la politica y
esencialmente apoliticos. Sin embargo, el proposito del estudio no consiste en formular nuevas criticas hacia
la juventud, sino en identificar sus percepciones sobre la esfera politica, asi como sus actitudes y niveles de
participacion politica. Aunque la literatura cientifica suele interpretar el distanciamiento de los jovenes respecto
a las formas tradicionales y organizadas de participacion como una manifestacion directa de despolitizacion,
resulta evidente que las transformaciones experimentadas por los canales de participacion politica a raiz de la
digitalizacion y los efectos de estas nuevas modalidades sobre la juventud no han sido examinados con la
profundidad suficiente. En este contexto, el estudio pretende revelar la relacion existente entre las formas de
percepcion politica de los jovenes y sus practicas de participacion politica. Asimismo, busca contribuir a la
literatura especializada determinando en qué medida los paradigmas tradicionales y digitales de participacion
influyen en las preferencias politicas de la juventud contemporanea.

La investigacion adopta un disefio cuantitativo basado en el método de encuesta. La poblacion de
estudio estd constituida por los estudiantes de la Universidad de Trakya. Debido al considerable tamafio de
dicha poblacion, se recurrié a un procedimiento de muestreo. La muestra estuvo integrada por estudiantes
pertenecientes a once facultades de la Universidad de Trakya. Para la seleccion de la muestra se utilizaron los
métodos de muestreo aleatorio simple y muestreo estratificado. De un total de 18.276 estudiantes
matriculados en dichas facultades, el numero de participantes se determind proporcionalmente al numero de
estudiantes de cada facultad respecto del total, sin considerar las diferencias entre cursos académicos. Se
administraron 434 cuestionarios, de los cuales 426 fueron considerados validos para el analisis estadistico. El
trabajo de campo se llevo a cabo entre el 18 y el 29 de mayo de 2015. Los datos fueron analizados mediante
el programa Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) version 15.0. En el analisis estadistico se
emplearon tablas de frecuencias y porcentajes, asi como la prueba de independencia ji-cuadrado (y?) para
determinar la existencia de relaciones estadisticamente significativas entre las variables analizadas.

Los resultados muestran que el 82,9 % de los estudiantes universitarios considera que los jovenes
deben interesarse por la politica, mientras que el 70,7 % afirma disfrutar de las conversaciones sobre asuntos
politicos en su vida cotidiana. Los jévenes discuten cuestiones politicas principalmente con sus amigos (50,5
%), y las noticias de caracter politico constituyen la categoria informativa que més atrae su atencion (32,9 %).
Estos hallazgos evidencian que la juventud no es apolitica y que mantiene un seguimiento activo de la
actualidad politica. No obstante, el 72,8 % de los estudiantes nunca ha pertenecido a un partido politico y el
55,9 % nunca ha participado en una actividad politica. Unicamente el 12 % es miembro de un partido politico
o de su organizacion juvenil. Asimismo, los estudiantes que perciben la actitud general de sus familias como
protectora o autoritaria presentan niveles de participacion politica inferiores a aquellos que describen su entorno
familiar como democratico. Cuando los resultados se analizan en funcion del género, se observa que las tasas
de participacion politica de las mujeres permanecen por debajo de las registradas entre los hombres. Ademas,
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una amplisima mayoria de los estudiantes (95 %) utiliza activamente las redes sociales. La politica constituye
el tema mas debatido en estas plataformas, mientras que los libros que leen y la informacion obtenida a través
de Internet ejercen una influencia considerable en la formacion de las opiniones politicas de una parte
significativa del alumnado. Todo ello pone de manifiesto que Internet y las redes sociales ocupan actualmente
una posicion central en la vida de los estudiantes universitarios.

Los resultados de esta investigacién demuestran que, contrariamente a una percepcion ampliamente
difundida, los jovenes —y, en particular, la juventud universitaria— no son apoliticos. Poseen conocimientos
sobre la esfera politica y manifiestan un interés significativo por los asuntos politicos. Sin embargo, ya no
privilegian las vias tradicionales de participacion, sino que optan por desarrollar formas de participacion
politica de caracter digital. En este sentido, el estudio pone de relieve que las investigaciones que evaluan las
modalidades y los niveles de participacion politica juvenil exclusivamente a partir de indicadores
convencionales, como la afiliaciéon organizativa, la militancia partidista o la participacion en marchas y
manifestaciones, resultan insuficientes para comprender la realidad contemporanea. En consecuencia, se
subraya la necesidad de incorporar las modalidades digitales de participacion al marco tedrico de la literatura
sobre participacion politica. De este modo, el presente estudio constituye una aportacion relevante a los debates
contemporaneos sobre la supuesta naturaleza apolitica de la juventud universitaria en Turquia.

Palabras clave: politica, juventud, juventud universitaria, percepcion politica, participacion politica.
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CTpyKTYpHpOBaHHAsi AHHOTALUS:

B Hacrosimmee BpeMs HE CYIIECTBYET OOIIECTIPHHATOTO M YHHBEPCAIBHOTO OMNPENEICHHS MOHITHUS
«M0J10A&:Kb». OTCYTCTBHE €INHOTO MOAX0/1a 00YCIIOBICHO TEM, YTO HCCIIEA0BATENN PACCMAaTPUBAIOT JAHHBIH
(heHOMEH ¢ pa3NMYHBIX TEOPETHKO-METOAOJIOTHIECKUX TO3UnMi. B Hambomee obmieM BUIE 3TH MOAXOMBI
MOJKHO KJIaCCH(HUIIIPOBATH KaK IICHXOJIOTHYECKUH, OMOIOTHYECKHNA 1 coroIorndeckuid. Ilcux omornaeckuit
MOAXOJ MHTEPIPETUPYET MOJOAOCTh Uepe3 NPU3My BHYTPEHHETO MHpa JWYHOCTH. Ha naHHOM 3Tame
JKU3HEHHOTO IIUKJIa MOJIOJIOM YeJIOBEK Y Ke He OIyIaeT CBOeH MpUHaIEKHOCTH K MUPY AETCTBA, OJHAKO eIlé
HE CTAaHOBHTCS MOJHONIPABHBIM YJIEHOM MHpa B3pociibiX. Coyeras B cebe OTAENbHbIE XapaKTePUCTHKU 00enX
BO3PACTHBIX KaTETOpUil, OH OKA3bIBAETCS B COCTOSHUM IICUXOJIOTUYECKOH HEONPeeIEHHOCTH U BHYTPEHHETO
KOoH(MKTa. VIMEHHO TI03TOMY MPEACTaBUTENH IICUXO0JIOTUIECKOTO HAMPABICHHUS PACCMaTPUBAIOT MOJIOJIOCTh
KakK KpM3UCHBIH neproa pazButus inuHocTH (Parlak, 1999, p. 14). B cBoro ouepenb, 6HOIOrHYECKU 1TOIX0.T
TPAaKTyeT MOJIOAOCTb HCKIIOYMTENBHO KaK OIpelen¢HHbIN Bo3pacTHON uHTepBan. COIMOIIOTHYECKUH XKe
MOAXOJ MOJABEPracT KPUTHKE CBEJCHUE MOHITHS MOJIOAEKH JINIIb K XPOHOJIOTHIECKOMY Bo3pacTy. CormacHo
JAHHOW TIO3WLUY, OIPEACICHUS, OCHOBAaHHBIC HMCKIIOYUTEIBHO Ha BO3PACTHOM KPHUTEPHH, IMO3BOJISIOT
BBISIBUTH MEXITOKOJICHUECKHE Pa3INIus, OTHAKO HE CIIOCOOHBI OOBSICHUTD Pa3INyus, CYIIECTBYIONINE BHYTPH
OJTHOTO TOKOJIeHHs. JIMIIa 0THOTO BO3pacTa, HO HAXOASIINECS B Pa3JIMUHBIX COLHUATBHBIX, SKOHOMHUUCCKHUX H
KYJIBTYPHBIX YCIOBHSAX, MEPEKHUBAIOT MIEPHUOJT MOJOAOCTH MPUHIUMHAIBHO No-pasHomy (SEKAM, 2013, p.
13). Kpome TOro, BO3pacTHBIE TpPaHHIBI, ONPEACISAIOIINE MOJOAEXKD, CYIICCTBCHHO pPAa3IHYalOTCS B
3aBUCHMOCTH OT CTpaHbl M oOuiecTBa. CieqoBaTeNbHO, MPU ONpPEICICHUH JaHHOTO MOHATHS HE0O0XOIMMO
YUUTBHIBATh TAK)XE KyJIbTYPHbIE ()aKTOPHI.

Bo3HUKHOBEHHE MOJIOEKU KAK CAMOCTOSATEIBHON COLUAIIBHOM KaTeropuu oTHocurcs: K XIX Beky.
Ha mpoTspkeHHHM NpemIeCTBYIONIMX HCTOPUYECKHX SIO0X JIIOAM HE MPOXOAWIM CTAIHI0 «MOJIOAOCTH» B
COBPEMEHHOM IIOHMMaHUM JTOro TepMuHa. [locne 3aBepiueHHs (QHU3MYECKOTO paA3BUTHS UENIOBEK
HETIOCPEJICTBEHHO BKJIIOYAJICS. BO B3POCIHYIO0 JKW3Hb JHOO TOCPEACTBOM BCTYIUIEHHS B TPYJIOBYIO
JIeATeILHOCTD, 100 Yepes 3akmouenue O6paka (Inanir, 2005, p. 39). OnHAKO M3MEHEHHUS POU3BOACTBEHHBIX
MPOLIECCOB U MEXAHU3ANNs, BEI3BAHHBIE TPOMBIIUICHHON PEBOJIONNEH, 00yCIOBIIN TOTPEOHOCTH B pabouei
cuie, o0Jalaronel CreatbHBIMI TEXHUIECKUMH 3HAHUSIMH ¥ HaBbIKaMH. CTpeMIJICHHE YIOBICTBOPHUTD 3Ty
MOTPEOHOCTD IMIPUBEINIO K YBEJIMUCHUIO MPOOIDKUTEIFHOCTH 00pa30BaHMs M CYIIECTBCHHOMY YCIIOXHEHHIO
ero cojepkanus. B pesynbrare MoJOABIC JIIOAM CTaJM TPOBOJWTH 3HAYMTEIHHO OOJIBIIE BPEMEHH B
00pa30BaTEeNbHBIX YUPEKACHUSAX. YHHUBEPCUTETHI, B YaCTHOCTH, IPEBPATHINCh B IPOCTPAHCTBA, TIJE
MOJIOIEKb KOHIIEHTPUPOBAJACh, MpHOOpeTana OOMMKA COIUANBHBIN OMBIT, (OpPMUPOBalia KOJIEKTUBHOE
CO3HaHHUE U CHCTeMYy OOIIMX IeHHOCTel. IMeHHO maHHBIH mporecc 00yCIOBUI CTAHOBIICHHE MOJIOAEXKH KaK
CaMOCTOSATENLHOTO KM3HEHHOTO 3Tarna, 00J1a/aloero COOCTBEHHBIMH CIIEU(PUISCKUMH XapaKTePUCTHKAMHU
(Cebi & Sahin Akilli, 2011, pp. 207-208).

[TpoMmblluieHHAs] PEBOIIIOIMS M MPOLIECCHl MOJCPHU3ALMH, (OPMHUPYST Y MOJIOJAEKH MOCPEICTBOM
00pa30BaHMs HABBIKA KPUTHYECKOTO MBIIIICHUS H CIIOCOOHOCTH K OCMBICIICHHOMY aHAIH3Y OOIICCTBEHHBIX
SBIICHHH, CHOCOOCTBOBAM IIPEBPAIICHUIO MOJIONEKHA B COMUANBHYIO KAaTETOPHIO, YYBCTBHUTECIBHYIO K
OOIIIECTBEHHBIM TMpO0JIeMaM H CHOCOOHYIO OKa3blBaTh BIHMSHHE Ha HSKOHOMHYCCKHE, KYJIBTypHBIE U
MOJIMTUYIECKHE TIPOIIECCHl. BIociecTBUN MOIOAEKD CTalla pACCMAaTPUBATHCS KaK OCHOBHAS JIBIKYINAS CHJIA,
ompenensomas oyaymiee odmiectsa. AHaIOrnyHas JHHAMUKA HaOmromanack u B Typuun. HaunHas ¢ smoxu
Tan3zumara, Ha TypeuKyl0 MONOIEKb, O0y4aBUIYIOCS B YUeOHBIX 3aBeICHHAX 3amajHoro obdpasia,
BO3/Marajgach Muccus crnaceHus OcMmaHCKOI mMmmnepuu oT pacmanga. [lomoOHoe MOHMMaHHWE OJHOBPEMEHHO
npuiano o0pa3oBaHHON MOJIOAEKH CTATYC CaMOCTOSITENILHOM mojutuueckoit kareropun (Likisld, 2008, p.
289). ITocne mpososriamenust Typerkoit Pecriy6nmuku Mononéxp Obuta 00bsSBIIEHA XPAHUTENIEM POIUHBI U
pecrybnukaackux pedopM. Mosogoe MOKOJIEHHE BOCTIPUHSIIO 3Ty BO3JIOXKEHHYIO Ha HETO MCTOPHYECKYTO
MUCCHIO ¥ BIUIOTH 110 1950-X T010B MpenMyIIeCTBEHHO BBICTYIIAIO0 OMOPOH CYIIECTBYIOMIETO OTUTHIECKOTO
pexxuma. OIHAKO YCHICHHE OOINSCTBEHHOW ONIIO3WIMH IIPAaBUTEIBCTBY J[eMOKpaTHUECKOW MapTUU U
MPOBOUMON MM PErpeccHUBHON moymTHKe B 1960 Toay MpHBENO K aKTHBHOM MOIUTHYCCKOW MOOIITU3AIMH
YHHBEPCHTETCKOT'O CTYACHYECTBA, YTO B KOHEYHOM UTOT€ 3aBEPIIMIOCH BOCHHBIM epeBopoToM 1960 rona.

CTpYKTYpPHPOBAHHASI AHHOTAIIMS

B 1960-1970-x rogax yHUBEpCUTETCKAs MONOAEKD TypLnu Urpaa UCKIIOUUTELHO AKTUBHYIO POJIb
B ITOJIMTUYECKOM KU3HU CTPaHBI ¥ IPHOOpEa IHPOKYIO U3BECTHOCTD O1aro/iaps MOJIMTHYECKUM JIBIKEHUSIM,
B IIEHTPE KOTOPBIX HaXOAWIMCH HAI[MOHAJIBHBIE MPOoOneMbl. OJHAKO MMEHHO BCIEACTBHE ITHX IBIKCHHUH

Turkish Studies, 21(01)



Political Perception and Political Orientations Among University Youth:... 3311

MOJIOAEXKb, paHee BOCIIPHHUMABIIASACS KaK rapaHT TOCYJapCTBa U peciyONMKaHCKUX pedopM, MOCTEIICHHO
CTajla pacCMaTpUBaThCA TOCYIapCTBEHHBIMU CTPYKTypaMH Kak rmoteHnuaibHas yrposa (Ercins, 2009, p. 504).
ITocne 1980 roma Moo IpIe TFOAM OBUTH IIEICHATIPABICHHO OTCTPAHECHBI OT YUACTHSA B MMOJUTHYECKON KU3HHU U
BCE dHalle XapaKTepU30BAIMCh KaK «amnojduTHU4YHbIe». [lom BO3AeiicTBHEM pPENPECCUBHOM IOIUTHYECKOH
aTMoc(epbl TaHHOTO MEPHOia MOJOAEXKE Hadalla HICKaTh HOBBIE ()OPMBI CAMOMICHTU(HKAIIHN, BEIPAXKast CBOIO
WICHTUYHOCTh Yepe3 JTHUYECKHE, KyJIbTYpHbIE M WHAWBHAyanbHbIe m3Mmeperus (Neyzi, 2011, p. 36).
O/HOBpPEMEHHO NMPOBOAMMAs B 3TOT NEPHOJ HeosmbOepaibHasl MOJIUTHKA CYIIECTBEHHO TpaHC()OpPMHUpOBaia
COLIMAJIbHBIE XapaKTePUCTHKH Mojoa&xHoH cpenpl. C HactymieHneM XXI Beka, Ha ()OHE CTPEMHUTEIBLHOTO
pa3BuTHsT MHGOPMAIIMOHHBIX TEXHOJOTUI M IIMPOKOro pacnpocTpaHeHUs HU(POBHIX IuaT(GopM, MOJIObIE
JIFOJIM, TIOCTETICHHO MCTaHIMPOBABIIUECS OT TPaJULIUOHHBIX (OPM MONUTHYECKOrO y4acTHs, Hadaiu
0CBaMBaTh HOBbIE IIU()POBBIE MOJIENH NOJIUTHYECKOH aKTHBHOCTH.

Hacrosmee wuccnenoBaHue, NpoBeNEHHOE Ha MaTepuale CTyAeHTOB YHuBepcuTera Tpakbs
(Trakya University), HCXOIUT U3 MIMPOKO PaACIPOCTPAaHEHHOTO MPEICTABICHUS O TOM, YTO COBPEMEHHAs
MOJIOAEXKE 0e3pa3iInyHa K IOJUTHKE W HOCHT NPEHMYIIECTBEHHO aNoOJIMTHYHBIN Xapakrep. Bmecte ¢ Tem
LETBI0 MCCIICOBAHUS SIBISIETCS. HE (DOPMYIMPOBAHIE OUEPEHON KPUTHKH B aJ[pec MOJIOAEKH, a BHISIBICHHUE
0COOCHHOCTEHN €€ MOJUTUYECKOTO BOCIIPUATHS, MOJUTHYECKUX YCTAHOBOK 1 YPOBHS ITOJTUTHYECKOTO yUaCTHSL.
Hecmotpst Ha TO, 9TO cymiecTByIOIAs HaydHas JHTepaTypa, Kak MpPaBHIO, TPAKTyeT AWCTAHIHMPOBAHHUE
MOJOA&KN OT TPAAUIMOHHBIX W WHCTUTYIHOHAIM3UPOBAHHBIX (OPM IOJMTHYECKOTO YydYacTHs Kak
HETOCPE/ICTBEHHOE TMPOSIBICHHE JIEMOJMTH3AMH, BIMSHUE HU(POBU3ALMK Ha TpaHC(HOpPMALMIO KaHAJOB
MOJIMTHYECKOTO YYacTHsl, a TAKXKe BO3/IeHCTBUE HOBBIX IU(POBBIX (OPM ydacTHsi Ha MOJIOJIOE TTOKOJICHHE JI0
HACTOSIIET0 BPEMEHU HE MOJYYHMIO JOCTaTOYHOTO HAay4yHOTO OCBellleHHs. B 3Tolf cBsA3M HcclienoBaHHe
HalpaBJICHO HAa BBLIABJIICHHUC B3aMOCBA3U MCKIY OCO6€HHOCT51MI/I TIOJINTUYCCKOTO BOCIIPUATUSA MOJ'IOI[é)KI/I u
e€ mpaKkTUKaMH MOJUTUYECKOTO yuactus. Kpome Toro, pabora CTaBHUT LEIBIO OMPEACIUTh, B KAKOW CTCIICHH
TPaAWUIOHHBIE W IH(POBBIE MOJETH ITOJUTUYECKOTO Y4acTHsl BIMSAIOT Ha (POPMHPOBAHUE MONUTHUCCKUX
MPEANOYTEHUH COBPEMEHHOM MOJIOAEKH, TEM CaMbIM BHOCS BKJAJ B Pa3BUTHE COOTBETCTBYIOLICH HaydHOMH
JUTEpPaTypHl.

HccnenoBanne BBIONHEHO B PaMKaxX KOJHYECTBEHHOH MCC/Ie10BaTeIbCKOH MeTOJ0JI0THH C
WCIIONIb30BAaHUEM METOJa aHKETHOTO ompoca. ['eHepalbHYI0 COBOKYIIHOCTb COCTABMJIM CTYACHTEHI
VYuusepcurera Tpakes. B cBsa3n ¢ OonbmiM 00BEMOM TeHepalbHOM COBOKYIMHOCTH HCCIEIOBaHHE
MPOBOIMIIOCH Ha BHIOOPOUYHON OCHOBe. BrpIOOpKa BKiIIOUama CTYJCHTOB OJMHHAAUATH (aKyJbLTETOB
yauBepcurera. [Ipu e€ popmupoBaHun ObUIN UCTIOIB30BAHBI METO/IBI IPOCTOTO CIy4YaifHoro oréopa (Simple
Random Sampling) u crpatuduuupoBanHnoii Bbidoopku (Stratified Sampling). 13 oGwiero uucina 18 276
CTYEHTOB, 00ydYaBIIMXCS Ha yKa3aHHBIX (paKyibTeTax, 00BEM BBIOOPKH ONPEAEISUICS MPOIIOPIIHOHAIBHO
YHCJICHHOCTH CTYACHTOB Kax0ro (hakysibTeTa 0e3 yuéra pa3nuuuii MexIy Kypcamu o0ydenus. Beero Obuio
pacnpocTpaHeHo 434 aHKeTBbI, U3 KOTOPHIX 426 ObUTH PHU3HAHBI IPUTOJHBIMHE JJIS CTATUCTHYECKOTO aHAIIN3A.
ITomeroii 3tan uccnemoBanus mpooamics B mepuoa ¢ 18 mo 29 mas 2015 roma. O6paboTka MaHHBIX
OCYLIECTBJISIIACh C MCIIOJIb30BaHMEM IporpaMMHoro nakera Statistical Package for the Social Sciences
(SPSS) Bepcuu 15.0. B xome cTaTHCTHYECKOTO aHANHM3a NMPUMEHSUIHCH TaONHIEI YacCTOT M MPOIEHTHBIX
pacnpenesieHuld, a TakKe KPUMTepHil He3aBUCHMMOCTH ) (XH-KBAAPAaT) Ul ONpEHENIEHUSI CTATUCTUYECKH
3HaYMMBIX B3aHMMOCBSI3€H MKy HCCIIEyeMbIMH TIEpPEMEHHBIMH.

[Toy4enHbie pe3yabTaThl CBUAECTEIBCTBYIOT O TOM, uTO 82,9 % CTy/IEeHTOB YHUBEPCUTETOB CUHUTAIOT,
9TO MOJIOAEXKb JOJDKHA WHTEPECOBAThCsl MOJUTHKOW, Toraa kKak 70,7 % 3asBiAOT, 4TO WM HpPaBHUTCS
00CyXaTh MOJIUTHYECKHE BOTIPOCHI B [TOBCEAHEBHOM KU3HH. OCHOBHBIMHU COOECETHUKAMH MO MOJUTHYECKUM
TeMaM ABIIOTCH Apy3bs (50,5 %), a monMTHUECKHe HOBOCTH 3aHMMAIOT IEPBOE MECTO Cpeau Hamboiee
BHUMATEIBPHO OTCIICKUBAEMBIX Karteropuii HoBocTed (32,9 %). Ot pesynbraThl yOeAWTEITHHO
JIEMOHCTPHPYIOT, YTO COBPEMEHHAsI MOJIOAEKD HE SIBIISIETCS AIIOJMTUYIHON U aKTUBHO CJIETUT 32 TIOJIMTHYECKON
nosecTkoil. BMecte ¢ Tem 72,8 % cTyZeHTOB HUKOTJa HE COCTOSUIN B MOTUTUYECKHUX MAPTUAX, 55,9 % HUKorna
HEe NMPUHUMAJIM y4acTUsl B KaKOW-JIMOO MOJMTHYECKOH NEesTeNbHOCTH, W Wb 12 % SBISIOTCS 4WiICHaMHU
MOJUTHYECKOH TapTuu JMbo e€ MosonéxkHoil opranm3anuu. Kpome TOro, yctaHOBIEHO, YTO CTYAEHTBHI,
BOCIPUHHUMAIONINE CTHJIb BOCIUTAHHUS B CEMbE KaK OIEKArOUIMH JMOO aBTOPHUTApHBIM, XapaKTepU3YyIOTCS
Oosiee HHM3KMM YPOBHEM IMOJMTHYECKOTO YYacTHs II0 CPaBHEHUIO C TEMH, KTO OLIEHMBAET CEMEHHYIO
aTMoc(epy Kak JeMOKpaTH4ecKyto. ['eHaepHbIii aHaJIu3 MMOKa3bIBAET, YTO YPOBEHb MOJUTHYECKOTO yYacTHs
JKEHILUH 3aMETHO HMXKE COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO Mokaszareiisi cpenu Myxuud. OnHoBpeMeHHO 95 % cTyneHToB
aKTHBHO HCIOJB3YIOT COIMalbHble ceTh. llonuTHka siBisieTcs Haubosiee OOCY)KIaeMOW TeMaTHKOil Ha
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mpoBeIX IUTaTGopMax, TOrAa KaK HPOUYWTAHHBIE KHUTH W HH(OpPMAIUs, MOTyYeHHAs IIOCPEICTBOM
WHTepHeTa, OKa3hIBAIOT CYIIECTBEHHOE BIMSHNE Ha (POPMHUPOBAHNE MOTUTHUECKHUX B3TILIIOB 3HAUUTEIHHON
YacTH CTYIEHTOB. DTH PE3yJbTaThl CBUAETEIBCTBYIOT O TOM, 9TO MHTEpHET M conMalbHBIE CETH 3aHUMAIOT
LEHTPAIFHOE MECTO B TIOBCEJHEBHOM KI3HN YHHBEPCUTETCKON MOJOIEKH.

Pe3ynpraThl WcClENOBaHMSA TO3BOJIIOT CHAENAaTh BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO BONPEKH IIHPOKO
pacipocTpaHEHHBIM OOIIECTBEHHBIM IPEICTABICHUSIM MOJIOAEXKD, H OCOOEHHO CTyJeHUYECKas MOJIOAEXKD, HE
ABJsieTcs anonuTHYHOH. OHa oOnazaer onpeneléHHBIM YPOBHEM ITOJUTHYECKOH OCBEIOMIIEHHOCTH |
MPOSIBJISET YCTONYMBBIM MHTEpeC K MONUTHUECKUM mpoueccaM. OfHAKO cOBpeMEHHas MOJIOAEXb BCE pexe
OTHAET NMPEANOYTEHNE TPAJAUIIMOHHBIM KaHAJIaM MOJIMTHYECKOTO Y4acTusl ¥ BCE Yallle UCIIOJIb3yeT LU(pPOBLIe
(hOpMBI TTOJIMTHYECKON aKTUBHOCTH. B CBSI3M € 3THM HCCieJ0BaHNE TIOKa3bIBAET, YTO ITOIXO0/Ibl, OLICHUBAIOIIUE
YPOBEHb MOJIMTHUECKOTO YYacTHSd MOJIOAEKHM MCKIIOUYUTENBHO IIOCPEACTBOM TaKUX TPAJAUIMOHHBIX
NoKasaTesel, Kak 4ICHCTBO B OpraHM3alUsX, NMapTHHHas NPUHAJISKHOCTh JIMOO ydacTHe B MUTHHIAX U
JEMOHCTpaNusIX, YK€ HE CIIOCOOHBI B IIOJHOM Mepe OOBSICHUTH COBPEMEHHBIE MOJEIH IMOIUTHYECKOTO
MOBEICHUS MOJIoA0ro mokoneHus. ClienoBaTenbHO, HU(PPOBBIE (HOPMBI IOJUTUYECKOTO YIACTHS HTOJIKHBI
OBITh MHTETPUPOBAHBI B TEOPETHIECKUE MOIETH HCCIICAOBAHNH NOINTHIECKOTO yyacTHsa. TeM caMbIM TaHHAs
paboTta mpezacTaBisieT co00i 3HAUNMBIN BKJIa] B COBPEMEHHbIC HAYYHBIC TUCKYCCHH, MOCBSIIEHHBIC BOIPOCY
0 MpeAIoIaraeMoi aloJINTHYHOCTH YHHBEPCUTETCKOHM Monoaéxu Typrmn.

KiaroueBbie cjioBa: IIOJIMTHUKA, MOJ'IO,I[é)KL; CTyACHYCCKasA MOJ'IO,Hé)KL; TOJIMTUYCCKOC BOCIPUATHUC,
TMOJIMTUYECKOC Yy4YaCTHC.

s -
AP (Youth) B STYRN B HIg AAHHEG T I Widpd 3R FaART TRUTT Iuas el 8|
39 favg R faemm eragafd &1 e HRUT I8 § o fafts fagm gar srawn &1 e i firg Sef<re
ERBIVT & SMYR W B ¢ | AT S SFHION DI AAIGRTD, Sl TUT FHSRIRATT giiedt o
Frifera faa o el g | ARG SRHI0 gaT a1 & ifad & SM=aRe AAay & TaH o JHerar
21 3T aRT & o W P 319 STerawAT HT 37T Tgt T, g 31t gufa: aaves wore &1 Tew ot
Y &1 UTdT | Teld: 98 aFl a1l &1 @ fAAwarsii &) U 1Y 4RI #d §U U T JohHur
3R AR Gg DI RUTY BT 3HT BT 8 | ST BRI TGS VB0 & [AgTH FaT a1 B Y
3R oy ¥ god ABMIES TR & Y § R S € (Parlak, 1999, p. 14)| 39F AU, Sfaw
DIV gaT T B G=IA: AG-SURA 90 & U H gy Hal 31 gERt 3R, JHSRIRAT
ERHI0 Hae oY BT YR TG gaT H uReHy FufRa F7 &1 =1 a1 g1 39 R &
YR 3TY-3eTid gRHTeTE Tef difeal & e fagmm firsarstt & Wy &R 9ol 8, auify 3 U &
W & iR faemm fafdyarstt & vaf samen A 8 sram gt 8 | 0 3y & farwg o s fores,
311f¥fe vd Tipfaes affRufaat & 3= arel aafdaal & gar srva ff R fF gid § (SEKAM, 2013, p.
13)|W%ﬁﬁ,ﬁ?ﬁ%&fﬁmﬂwﬁﬁwaﬁ&n@wuﬂwgﬂ%%%ﬁﬂfﬁﬁﬁaﬁr%&rcr
&l $I YR HT AR Hd THT TRGfdw R B! 1t ifard wu I &9 B g1 31awa s g

Ueh Wi AT A0M (social category) & &U H gdT 1 3ad Ia9d! Qdleq] H ol sﬂ@qﬁ
& VfaeTRies w1al § snyfids Srdf & <gar Srawr SRt B8 Yyehs Sharrawt faemm et o | IR faema
quf 8 & UYTd Afad ATHRI: YY9-ST9TR J U= 37T [JaTg & HA1eqd 9§ e 3aRb g &1 3§ Sffdl
T (inanir, 2005, p. 39) | for=g SNENRTH HIf~T GRT ITE YoNfer & oMY uRad= quT FEiwmRor 7 fafky
JH-Ih! 1 UG DIA I Jad HH-XfGd B ATRIHAT 30T DT | T Sa=ADhdl &I gfdl o forg Rreqm &t
31afer 7 gfs &t 12 qur I fawg.awq & 3ifie U 3R T ST T | YRGSy safaadl Bl
Qe FRIMT # Sl B aTen g7 FR=R sig) | fady U 4 fayfaamera T8 e uRaw &
w0 # fasRid gU oTgl ga1 ThAd 1) A1 SHa 3HfSTd B, TR d-T BT FHT01 HRd auT T
T 1 fahr dxd U1 S UfehdT o URUIMERGET gaT SHaRAT 3701 a1y qrmfoies faRiarsit & gaa
WA SIaq-aR0T & =0 H IR TUT T GYSH ATHTID THE & U H TGl YTt R T (Cebi & Sahin
Akilly, 2011, pp. 207-208)]
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N wif=T 3R Syfimur Bt ufsharedi 7 Rien & Areaw ¥ garsft & saaid® fom
YT UHTHd EPDI0 BT fdr fova, forgas uRumaa=y gar1 gHTel St SHwish & ufd deg-=ia qul
3, Aiepiaes SR Iorifads Ufsrarsii &) quIfad w3 aTel T AU AT ad & &0 3 SHR |
TP IR YA B AN F WA BT A0 B Al vgE wied & 0§ a1 o o A
tferfies ufhar gaf & deu & off ufaféra 8t 81 d9ivd (Tanzimat) T J B Ufyeht el ot e
T A ared gl & arsil W S AHg & 39d ddhel d SaRA BT Ui aiiia RIfud
foran Tam| 59 QST Sruer = Riférd garsii &1 haE: Te fafRiy IerFifde 9ot & U & wi1fud faar
(Liikiislii, 2008, p. 289) | T TORTST Bt TITAHT & YT arsft &1 AIGUIH TUT Tordifes GURT & TREH
& wU B gRyifa fosar man| garsit A 59 e StRelfid & 9ihd TU I T80 faa 3R 1950 &
I dF d AT e & T TrHTfoies T & U H B Hd g | fog SHIdhfew urdf WaR
YT IHD! GHABRI AIfadl & faeg grmioie faiy & did 819 & 91y &1, 1960 H fayfaemeht garsfi A
S ISHIfde AHa-l & A Urfiert o1, forget aRome sidd: 1960 F AT dRedTdde (Military
Coup) & ¥U T i 37|

TRfed IRIRT (UTT 2)

1960 3R 1970 & &1 B ! & fayfaemerdt garsif 3 Aoifaw sitaw & erdd wfeha YfiresT
FuTE Tt T Tl TR Hfsd o S & HROT SATge HduiP Tgd I Bl U, g5
TSHIfA® SHTGIcH! o URUTHRGEY 98 gaT ovi, ol Ugal Xsd a1 TUIdie R &1 TR&d M1 Sirar
ofT, R-R IToTa GRT TP GHIfad @Ak & &9 | <@l oI @ (Ercins, 2009, p. 504) | 1980 & THTd
gmaﬁﬁthm?s: T Y ST Siae H gR 3T 7T 94T 35 FARa” SRS (apolitical) 81F &
YR TR 3Tl 1 favT SHR—T 1| 3 DTdl & GHABIR] Aol 1Tcldh dIararol & YHTd T garsfi A S,
RGBT quT AfdTd Uga! & ATeqd ¥ 3O TR B gdRuTid e 3R fafta =i & eifiyead
A BT YA T (Neyzi, 2011, p. 36) G5 &W@ﬁmaﬁﬂém (neoliberal) iferat A lﬁw
i B QTG T H TeX URad 307 fbt | Saaiadl XdTeet & a1 Wanfiet & e fawm qur
feforca el & US TR & 1Y, URURS IeTidd HRTERT & HHRT: gR 8ld off Xg garsit A fefiea
AT TR SR o FgHIRTAT & Y &4 fdsRid fhu|

g 317 AT fAYfI=ITe (Trakya University) & faanfia &1 sreiem &1 fawg 9+1d gU 39
I AT HTROT T 30 I I U & &0 & U1 Sl ¢ fob THBTA gaT [rrad: Rl
¥ Ufd ISR qUT SRS § | qUTiY, 39 31eag o1 Ie=g Jarsil &1 U: SMaiia-l BT el 5, dfeh
I SIS a1y, WWHwWwW$WWWW%lmW
Wﬁwﬁmu@ﬁm@@wwﬁ%wmﬁm%wﬁ@waﬁaﬁm:w&w
L RSRIIRED ﬁ’g@?ﬂ (depoliticization) & U H Irenidd fear S % ayrfy feforeddiaror gri
TSI THIRTAT & HTedl § Sd URac- auT 37 7dH f$fored TgHIfTar &t & garsif ok wH1d &1
3 I T 3R AT 3HeTT -Tal gaf g1 3fak: ua&rmqgmeﬁﬁﬂﬁmamﬂ&hsh?maﬁ
o TEHIRIAT & IR & Al YaY o1 fazawor o34 9uT a8 Futfa 37 &1 v w-ar g &
IRURS 3R FEfrea Ierifae TgHIfar & UfadT TaETaH garst &t IAeifad wafirsdrst & faa
@mwuwﬁaa?%wwusawﬁwmmﬂmﬁmﬁwwm
NG UG Bl 5|

g GF\R:[ YT HTATHD Glﬂﬂ UIG| tl?xﬁl (quantitative research) & 3T gYTdeit ﬁ&‘I'UT (survey
method) T ITANT A §U T {hT TAT| HFIT DI FAW (population) AT fayfdeead & THkd
faenffal & fAftfa &t Tafd &1 PR Srafid IS8T 811 & HRUT 31T TAT- TR (sample-based) T
o Henford fopan mar| SrdeT™ o A H fayfaemerd & 11 GBIl (faculties) & fasmdf wfthifera fovw mu)
HAT I8 & GRM WA dTefs® FHATHRUT (Simple Random Sampling) Ul Wﬂﬁ AHATHROT
(Stratified Sampling) G- fAfOR ST UGN forarT 71T | 3 Tl H Sieqa-Rd $d 18,276 faamfiay ! Tem
& 3UId & YR W YD ebrg & FoA1 (el foan 71, Siafcs sreag & fafre auf (grades) & @
DS GYH qHIHRUI a1 [odT T | Tl 434 UHTAferar fadid &1 TS, foFTH T 426 1 34 T §U IiRSAD T
foawor & wftfera foar mar| Tdemr 18-29 A% 2015 & &9 WUF g3l Siide! & fazawur & forw
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Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) 15.0 T JUANT fo5an AT | quiHTes faayur %’ﬂ 3{@%
Td TicrRTd ARIOMT &1 UaRT o 711 qT fafis =R (variables) & Hed WiRSIH ¥ F e Jeiell bl
St & foTT BT8-a (Chi-square, y?) Taa=aT TY&0T AR] fowan |

YT & Fem sl & F1a gt o fawyfaamera & 82.9% faenfiat &1 wd & i gareft & yowifa &
ST AN IR, STEf® 70.7% 2 §ar & § S Sfia | IoFifas vl W gt HRA1 UNiE $Rd g
o fawdt iR =l 37 & o Iad e Wg 7 € (50.5%), S6fe AoHifae AR 32.9% &
Y At IR0 $I o arelt THER 9oft 51 3 Fspe Wy ®U ¥ Gahd $HRd § [ JABICH gal
RIS 81 §, ek 3 eI ge-TshH! & Ufd Tdd SR 6d o | GER1 3R, 72.8% ITRGTTSH
=t fodlt Il G &I Jaxadl T80l Tal 3T, 55.9% A fhdt Hft goR & IJeifae fafafer § ymr
g1 fora, SiR dhad 12% faemelf f<h IeTifdd Ta sryar I a1 AieH & J&wg Ul T | 3{ed ¥ I8
ot I gon & o faenfiat 3 orgm uikaiRe Ure-uivor &1 SRe&vErE srar ifFRIGardg!
(authoritarian) ST, JH! ISTHIfAS TeHIRTAT &1 WR 3 fFanfial & o & &0 o1 5=6H s
IRGETR e JTATRU & Adbdiid aardm| dfies fagayor § ag o vy gai fas afean faeanfiat ot werifas
T U oy faenfial & e smiendpd F TR W g1 11 /Y, 95% faendf afhg wu 3 grmfoies
Thiear 1 IganT #a g | GrToie Hifsar R IoHIfa Faife afta fawat & 9 ue &, Safe faenfial gr
UG S aTel G| auT $ex-c & H1H 9 T SHeRT A gt Se § faanfial o Jerifas foart &
fmfor & Tewyul Y TS 31 S99 Wy 81 & for Sevqce iR armfores wifgan fayfaemerdt garsii &
e &1 U B 3R TUTaRITeR 317§ 9% g

eE & ey g8 quid § & vafea arfoie aron & fausta, fovva: fayfaemerdt gar
IRTSFIfA® T8 §1 9 7 Had i Aeide Ia-1 76 &, Sfed Aeiifae gearsii & ufa e s oft
TeRRid &a 1 IUIfl, TG gaT o URURS JeHifae SgHIfidr & wreql &t eier fefea
o TEUIRTT & ¥ &I 1fie Trufiierar 33 a7t § 1 3Ufore I8 sreqa ufaurfed FRar § fo bad
TEATHS TR, JISHITID Tall 3 Tagdl Syar e 3R Ue=iHl # Urfigrt S uRuRe Jdde! &
YR TR AT oI TEHTRTT BT Hedidh B3 aTell HTHUMH-IRRT aear uRfufadt & sroafe Bl
YA & AeITad FeHTiTar Sedt sreggei o fefored Iorifded TgHiiar & =ui & Hf fazavonas
Gid &1 fF ST -1 AT dTfgU| SH TSR I8 3e9a- qab! & [ayfaemery garsl &1 quisiyd
SRS R Id G GABIEH HBEHS 89 B Uh 7419 Jgifae B0 aur sryasr
(empirical) HI&T Ul bl H

Pl Meq: ASHIT; gar; fafasmmerdt gar; Irsrifae sy, ASTHIfdd TguIRTdr

Yapilandirilmis Ozet:

Geng kavramu ile ilgili ortak bir tanim mevcut degildir. Bir goriis birliginin olmamasinin sebebi
konuyu inceleyenlerin farkli yaklagimlardan hareket etmeleridir. Bu yaklagimlar kisaca psikolojik, biyolojik
ve sosyolojik yaklasimlardir. Psikolojik yaklagim gencligi i¢ diinyasi ile ele almaktadir. Bu dénemde geng
kendini artik ¢ocuklarin diinyasina ait hissetmez fakat heniiz yetiskinlerin diinyasina da girmis degildir. Her
iki grubun da baz1 6zelliklerini tagidigi bu donemde geng psikolojik olarak bir ¢ikmaza siiriikklenmektedir. Bu
nedenle kavrama psikolojik olarak yaklaganlar bu dénemi bir kriz dénemi olarak degerlendirmektedir (Parlak,
1999, s. 14). Biyolojik yaklasim cercevesinde yapilan tanimlar ise gengligi bir yas aralifi olarak
degerlendirmektedir. Sosyolojik yaklasim ise gencligin sadece bir yas aralig1 olarak degerlendirilmesini
elestirmektedir. Ciinkii onlara gore yas olgiitiine bagl olarak yapilan tanimlar kusaklararas1 farkliliklari ortaya
koymakla beraber kusak i¢i ¢atigmalar1 agiklayamaz. Ayni yaglarda olan fakat farkli yagam kosullarina sahip
bireyler gengligi birbirlerinden farkli deneyimleyecektir (SEKAM, 2013, s. 13). Bununla beraber genglik i¢in
belirlenen yas sinirlari iilkeden iilkeye toplumdan topluma farklilik gostermektedir. Dolayisiyla gengligi
tanimlarken kiiltiirel etkenler de g6z 6niine alinmalidir.

Genglik kavraminin bir sosyal kategori olarak kullanilmaya baslanmasi ise 19. Yiizyila rastlamaktadir.
Tarih boyunca bireyler bugiin bildigimiz anlamda bir genglik siireci yasamamustir. Gengler fiziksel
gelisimlerini tamamlayinca is giicline dahil edilerek veya evlendirilerek yetiskinlerin diinyasina dahil
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edilmislerdir (Inanir, 2005, s. 39). Ancak Sanayi Devrimi ile iiretim siireglerinde yasanan degisimler ve
makinelesme teknik bilgi sahibi i giicline ihtiyaci ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Bu ihtiyaci karsilamak adina yapilan
calismalar egitim siliresinin uzamasma ve egitim igeriklerinin derinlesmesine sebep olmustur. Bu siireg
bireylerin egitim kurumlarinda giderek daha fazla zaman gegirmesine neden olmus ve 6zellikle tiniversiteler
genclerin bir araya geldigi, ortak deneyimler paylastigi, kolektif biling ve ortak degerler iirettigi yerler haline
gelmistir. Boylece genglik kendine has 6zelliklere sahip ve goriiniir bir donem haline gelmistir (Cebi & Sahin
Akall, 2011, s. 207-208).

Sanayi Devrimi ve modernlesme egitim yoluyla genglere elestirel diisiinme ve sorgulama becerileri
kazandirarak toplumsal meselelere duyarli, ekonomik, kiiltiirel ve siyasal siiregleri etkileyen toplumsal bir
kategori olarak gengligi dogurmustur. Bundan sonra gengler toplumlari gelecege tasiyacak bireyler olarak
degerlendirilmeye baslamistir. Benzer siire¢ Tiirkiye i¢in de gegerlidir. Tanzimat ile birlikte bat1 tarzi okullarda
okuyan egitimli Tiirk genglerinden Osmanli Devleti’ni ¢okiisten kurtarmalar1 beklenmistir. Bu bakis agis1
egitimli genglige ayn1 zamanda siyasal bir kategori haline de getirmistir (Liikiislii, 2008, s. 289). Cumhuriyetle
birlikte ise genclik vatanin ve devrimlerin koruyucusu olarak degerlendirilmistir. Kendilerine yiiklenen bu
sorumlulugu genglik de benimsemis ve Tiirkiye’de 1950°1i yillara kadar ¢ogunlukla rejimin destekgisi
olmuslardir. Ancak 1960°ta Demokrat Parti iktidarina ve baskic1 politikalarina karsi artan toplumsal muhalefet
iiniversite 6grencilerini eyleme sevk etmig ve siire¢ sonunda 1960 Askeri Miidahalesi yasanmustir.

Tirkiye’de iiniversite gencligi 1960’11 ve 1970’li yillarda siyasal arenada oldukga aktif roller
tistlenmis ve merkezine iilke sorunlarini koyduklari siyasal hareketlerle adindan sik¢a s6z ettirmistir. Bu siyasal
hareketler sebebiyle devletin ve devrimlerin koruyucusu olarak degerlendirilen genglik artik devlet igin bir
tehlike olarak algilanmaya baglamistir (Ercins, 2009, s. 504). 1980 sonrasi bilingli olarak siyasetten
uzaklastirilan ve apolitik olmakla elestirilen genclik, baskici ortam sebebiyle etnik, kiiltiirel ve bireysel
anlamda fakli bir ifade ¢abasiyla yeni kimlik arayislari ile 6n plana ¢ikmistir (Neyzi, 2011, s. 36). Bu donemde
uygulanan neoliberal politikalar da gencligi doniigtiirmiistiir. 2000°1i yillarla beraber ise teknolojinin gelismesi
ve dijital platformlarin yayginlasmasi ile geleneksel siyasetten koparilan genclik dijital mecralarda siyaset
yapmaya baglamistir.

Trakya Universitesi dgrencileri iizerine yapilan bu calisma gencligin siyasete ilgisiz ve apolitik oldugu
yoniindeki genel kabulii temel problem olarak ele almaktadir. Ancak caligmada genclere yeni elestiriler
getirmek degil, genglerin siyasal alana ait diislincelerini, siyasal katilim tutum ve derecelerini belirlemek
amaglanmaktadir. Literatiirde genglerin geleneksel ve oOrgiitlii katilim yollarindan uzaklagsmasinin dogrudan
apolitiklesme olarak etiketlenmesine ragmen, dijitallesme ile birlikte doniisen siyasal katilim yollarinin ve bu
dijital siyasal katilim yollarinin gengler tizerindeki etkilerinin yeterince incelenmedigi goriilmektedir. Calisma
genglerin siyasal algi bigimleri ile siyasal katilim pratikleri arasindaki iliskiyi ortaya koymayi1 ve geleneksel ve
dijital katilim anlayislarinin giinlimiiz gencliginin siyasal alana dair tercihlerini ne o&lgiide etkiledigini
belirleyerek bu anlamda literatiire katki saglamay1 hedeflemektedir.

Arasgtirmamizda nicel arastirma yoOntemlerinden biri olan anket yontemi kullanilmistir.
Aragtirmamizin evrenini Trakya Universitesi 6grencileri olusturmaktadir. Evrenin biiyiikliigii sebebi ile
ornekleme yapilmistir. Ornekleme Trakya Universitesi’ne bagl 11 fakiilte dahil edilmistir. Calismada basit
tesadiifi ornekleme ve tabakali 6rnekleme metotlart kullanilmigtir. Fakiiltelerde egitim goren 18.276
ogrenciden smif farki gozetilmeden her fakiiltenin sahip oldugu 6grenci sayisinin toplam 6grenci sayisina
oranlanmasi ile anket ¢caligmasina dahil edilecek dgrenci sayilari belirlenmistir. 434 6grenci ile anket yapilmis
ve bu anketlerin 426 tanesi degerlendirmeye alinmistir. Anket ¢alismasi 18-29 Mayis 2015 tarihleri arasinda
yapilmigtir. Verilerin degerlendirilmesinde Statistical Packet For The Social Sciences 15.0 programindan
faydalanilmigtir. Verilerin ¢oziimlenmesinde yilizde-frekans tablolar1 kullanilmis ve birden fazla degiskenli
veriler arasinda anlamli bir iliskinin olup olmadigini anlamak igin Ki-Kare (X?) bagimsizlik testi uygulanmistir.

Arastirmanin sonuclarina gore iiniversite 0grencilerinin %82,9’u gengligin siyasetle ilgilenmesi
gerektigini diistinmekte ve %70,7’si giinlilk hayatinda siyasal konular1 konusmaktan hoslanmaktadir. Siyasal
konular1 %50,5 ile en ¢ok arkadaglari ile konugan genglerin dikkatini ¢eken haber bagliklar1 arasinda %32,9 ile
siyaset ilk sirada yer almaktadir. Bu sonuglar bize gengligin apolitik olmadigni, siyaseti takip ettigini
gostermektedir. Ogrencilerin %72,8i daha 6nce bir siyasal partiye girmemistir. Ogrencilerin %55,9°u ise daha
once bir siyasal faaliyette bulunmamistir. Ogrencilerin sadece %12’si bir siyasal parti ya da parti genglik kollart
iiyesidir. Ailelerinin genel tutumunu koruyucu ya da otoriter olarak degerlendiren dgrencilerin siyasal katilim
diizeyleri demokratik olarak degerlendiren 6grencilerden daha diislik diizeydedir. Tiim bunlar cinsiyet faktorii
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iizerinden degerlendirildiginde ise kadinlarin siyasal katilim oranlar1 erkeklerin oranlarina kiyasla daha diisiik
seyretmektedir. Ogrencilerin %95’ sosyal medyayi takip etmektedir. Sosyal medyada en ¢ok tartigtiklart konu
siyasettir ve Ogrencilerin biiyiik bir kisminin siyasal goriislerinin sekillenmesinde okuduklar kitaplar ve
internetten edindikleri bilgiler etkili olmustur. Buradan internetin ve sosyal medyanin dgrencilerin hayatinda
artik cok 6nemli bir yere sahip oldugu goriilmektedir.

Calismanin sonuglari, gengligin, ozellikle iiniversite gengliginin yaygin kanaatin aksine apolitik
olmadigni, siyasal alana dair bilgi sahibi oldugunu, genglerin siyasete ilgi duydugunu ancak genclerin artik
geleneksel katilim yollarini tercih etmedigini bunun yerine dijital katilim pratikleri gelistirdiklerini ortaya
koymaktadir. Bu yoniiyle arastirma, gengligin siyasal katilim bigim ve diizeylerinin yalnizca orgiitlii olmak,
parti iiyeligi, yiiriiylis ya da eylemlere katilmak gibi kriterler izerinden degerlendiren ¢aligmalarin giiniimiizde
yetersiz kaldigina dikkat ¢ekmekte ve dijital katilim bigimlerinin siyasal katilima dair yazina dahil edilmesi
gerektigini ortaya koymaktadir. Bdylece ¢alisma, Tiirkiye’de liniversite gengliginin apolitikligi izerine yapilan
giincel tartigmalara katki sunmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Siyaset, Genglik, Universite Gengligi, Siyasal Alg1, Siyasal Katilim
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Introduction

Although numerous definitions of youth have been proposed in the literature, no universally
accepted definition exists. The meaning attributed to youth varies across countries and societies. This
variation largely stems from differences in cultural and social structures. Furthermore, even within
the same society, the concept of youth may be interpreted differently among regions characterized
by distinct cultural codes (Kislali, 1974, p. 15).

The absence of a consensus regarding the definition of youth originates from the fact that
researchers approach the subject from different theoretical and methodological perspectives. These
perspectives can broadly be classified as psychological, biological, and sociological approaches.

Within the framework of the psychological approach, youth is primarily examined through
the individual's inner world. During this period, young people often feel that they belong neither to
the world of adults nor to that of children, despite exhibiting characteristics associated with both
groups. As a result, they may experience a state of psychological conflict. Consequently, scholars
adopting a psychological perspective frequently characterize youth as a period of crisis (Parlak, 1999,
p. 14). According to this approach, youth represents a stage dominated by emotional intensity and
marked by increasing contradictions within the individual's cognitive and emotional world.
Emotional needs such as the desire for independence, the need for belonging, the aspiration for
freedom, and the search for security are experienced simultaneously. This complexity may encourage
young people to challenge authority and adopt a questioning attitude, which is generally regarded as
a natural component of psychological development (Burcu, 1998, p. 113; Fadiloglu, 1989, pp. 69-
70).

The biological approach defines youth primarily through age-based criteria. The United
Nations identifies individuals between the ages of 15 and 24 as youth (UNESCO, 2020). Similarly,
the Turkish Statistical Institute adopted the same age range in its 2024 Youth Statistics Report
published on 16 May 2025 (TUIK, 2025). In contrast, the Ministry of Youth and Sports defines youth
as individuals aged between 14 and 29 in the National Youth and Sports Policy Document (Official
Gagzette, 2013). Youth has also been defined within various national development plans. While the
Second Five-Year Development Plan considered individuals aged 14-25 as youth, the Third
Development Plan adopted the age range of 14-22. Likewise, the Fourth and Fifth Development
Plans accepted the range of 1224 years, whereas the Sixth Development Plan identified youth as
individuals between the ages of 15 and 24 (SEKAM, 2013, p. 11).

The sociological approach opposes the reduction of youth to a simple age category. Scholars
adopting this perspective argue that definitions based solely on age are incomplete and insufficient.
Although age-based classifications may reveal differences between generations, they often fail to
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account for diversity and conflict within the same generation. Individuals of the same age may
experience youth in fundamentally different ways depending on whether they are university students,
factory workers, urban residents, rural inhabitants, or parents. Therefore, such individuals cannot be
adequately grouped within a single category on the basis of age alone (SEKAM, 2013, p. 13). Since
age boundaries associated with youth differ across countries and societies, defining youth solely
through chronological age is inadequate. Cultural context must also be taken into consideration.
Accordingly, youth should be understood as a multidimensional and complex social phenomenon
shaped by historical, cultural, and social dynamics that vary across societies and cannot be explained
solely through age-based criteria (Marshall, 1999, p. 249).

Political participation can be defined as the set of voluntary activities through which
individuals seek to influence political decision-making processes, contribute to the selection of
political leaders, or shape public policies. Voting, participating in political parties, taking part in
protest movements, submitting petitions, and expressing political opinions through digital platforms
are among the various forms of political participation. As one of the fundamental pillars of
democratic systems, political participation holds particular significance for young people. Since
youth is a formative period during which political identities, values, and civic consciousness are
developed, it constitutes a critical stage in the emergence of political attitudes and behaviors.
Consequently, the level of political participation among young people is considered important not
only for strengthening democratic representation but also for determining the future direction of
political systems and social change (Giugni & Grasso, 2022, pp. 3-4).

The emergence of youth as a distinct social category dates back to the nineteenth century.
Prior to this period, individuals did not experience youth in the sense understood today. Except for
privileged social groups, most young people entered adulthood immediately after completing their
physical development, either by joining the workforce or through marriage (Inanir, 2005, p. 39).

However, the Industrial Revolution brought about profound transformations in production
processes. Labour-intensive production gradually gave way to mechanized systems, resulting in an
increasing division of labour and a growing demand for specialization. Consequently, societies
required a workforce equipped with technical knowledge and professional skills. To meet these
demands, governments expanded compulsory education systems and established vocational schools
and universities. As scientific and technological developments accelerated and production processes
became more complex, both the duration and content of education expanded. As a result, individuals
began spending longer periods within educational institutions, and education became one of the
principal mechanisms shaping the transition from childhood to adulthood. This historical
transformation, initiated by the Industrial Revolution and reinforced through the expansion of
modern educational systems, transformed youth from a mere age category into a distinct social group.
Whereas the transition between childhood and adulthood had previously been relatively short and
ambiguous, prolonged educational trajectories extended this transitional phase, making youth a
visible and socially recognized stage of life characterized by its own distinctive features (Cebi &
Sahin Akilli, 2011, pp. 207-208). The extension of educational processes delayed young people's
integration into the labour market (Sahin, 2007, p. 158). At the same time, it enabled them to develop
within relatively autonomous intellectual, cultural, and ideological environments despite their
continued economic dependence on their families. Educational institutions, and universities in
particular, became spaces where young people gathered, shared common experiences, developed
collective consciousness, and produced shared values. Consequently, youth became increasingly
visible as a distinct cultural category.

Modern educational institutions have further contributed to this process by equipping young
people with critical thinking and analytical skills, thereby encouraging them to engage with social
and political issues. As a result, youth have increasingly come to be viewed not merely as future
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adults but also as active social actors capable of questioning and critically evaluating existing
political and social structures. As a consequence of industrialization and modernization, youth
emerged as a distinct social category that attracted growing institutional and intellectual attention
and came to be recognized as an important actor in economic, cultural, and political processes.

Through this historical transformation, modern societies created a new social category
characterized by critical thinking, intellectual engagement, and social awareness. Educated youth
increasingly came to be perceived as individuals who not only followed social and political
developments but also possessed the capacity to influence them. This perception led to the attribution
of specific responsibilities to young people. They were expected to act as dynamic and active citizens
capable of contributing to social progress and carrying society into the future.

A similar process can be observed in the Turkish context. Beginning with the Tanzimat
reforms, young people educated in Western-style institutions were expected to serve as intellectuals
capable of preventing the decline of the Ottoman Empire. This perspective not only defined educated
youth as intellectuals but also transformed them into a political category by assigning them a
historical mission (Liikiislii, 2008, p. 289). This mentality continued during the republic period, when
educated youth were regarded as the guardians of the Republic and its reforms. Mustafa Kemal
Atatiirk clearly articulated this perspective in his Address to Turkish Youth, stating: “O Turkish
Youth! Your first duty is to preserve and defend Turkish independence and the Turkish Republic
forever. This is the sole foundation of your existence and future” (Atatiirk, 1989, p. 1197).

Turkish youth largely embraced this mission of protecting the nation. Until the 1950s, young
people generally supported the political regime. However, during this period, they increasingly
opposed the authoritarian policies of the Democrat Party government and expressed their
dissatisfaction through various forms of political action. Rising social opposition, combined with
student activism, contributed to the military intervention that removed the Democrat Party from
power in 1960 (Neyzi, 2011, p. 32).

The period between 1960 and 1980 represents the most politically active era of university
youth in Tiirkiye. The liberal atmosphere created by the 1961 Constitution facilitated the discussion
of social problems and alternative political ideas, thereby accelerating the politicization and political
consciousness of university students. Initially, student movements focused on issues directly related
to university life, including educational conditions, relationships with academic staff, examination
regulations, and demands for participation in university governance. By the late 1960s, however,
these movements had expanded their focus to encompass broader national issues and gradually
evolved into political movements (Yiicedag & Cetin, 2016, p. 8). Beginning in 1968, student activism
intensified and gradually moved beyond legal and institutional frameworks. During the 1970s,
university students became more politically mobilized than ever before. Student movements
increasingly engaged in radical forms of action ranging from demonstrations to armed activities,
leading to the perception of university youth as a potential threat to political stability. Even political
parties that had previously expressed sympathy toward youth movements began to characterize such
activities as manifestations of social disorder and anarchy (Yilmaz, 1997, p. 133).

According to Liikislii, although youth movements between the 1960s and 1980 appeared at
first glance to be in conflict with the state, a closer examination reveals that many participants
perceived their actions as consistent with the mission of protecting the Republic and its founding
principles (Liikiislii, 2012, p. 50). Young activists established a symbolic connection between their
political struggles and Kemalist ideals, portraying their actions as a continuation of the struggle to
safeguard the homeland entrusted to them by Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk. Consequently, they frequently
described their movement as a “Second War of Independence” (Feyizoglu, 1998, p. 226; Baykam,
2002, pp. 67-68).
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Following the military coup of 1980, particularly in response to the political violence of the
1970s, youth ceased to be viewed as pioneers of social progress and increasingly came to be
perceived as potential threats to political stability (Ercins, 2009, p. 504). Consequently, the military
administration introduced a series of legal and institutional measures designed to depoliticize society
in general and university youth in particular. New constitutional arrangements restricted political
organization and active political participation, reducing political engagement largely to periodic
electoral practices (Oncii, 1991, pp. 42-43). In addition, the Council of Higher Education (YOK)
was established to centralize control over universities and the student population.

As a result of these restrictions, youth increasingly sought alternative forms of self-
expression in ethnic, cultural, and individual spheres. Throughout the 1980s and 1990s,
environmental movements, feminist organizations, human rights advocates, LGBTQ+ activists, and
various ethnic groups became increasingly visible within the public sphere (Neyzi, 2011, p. 36). At
the same time, neoliberal policies transformed youth identities by replacing collective political
engagement with individualism, competition, and personal achievement. With the rapid expansion
of digital technologies and social media in the 2000s, many young people who felt excluded from
conventional political institutions began expressing themselves through digital platforms.

Contemporary debates concerning youth and politics frequently emphasize the alleged
apolitical character of post-1980 generations. Rather than reproducing such criticisms, this study
seeks to understand how university students perceive politics and to examine their attitudes toward
and levels of political participation within the political sphere'.

Method

A survey was employed as the primary data collection method within the framework of a
quantitative research design.

Study Population and Sample

The population of this study, entitled Political Perceptions and Political Orientations Among
University Youth: The Case of Trakya University, consisted of students enrolled at Trakya
University. Due to the large size of the population, a sampling procedure was employed. The sample
included students from 11 faculties affiliated with Trakya University, while schools and vocational
schools were excluded from the study. The faculties included in the sample were the Faculty of
Pharmacy, Faculty of Science, Faculty of Letters, Faculty of Education, Faculty of Fine Arts, Faculty
of Economics and Administrative Sciences, Faculty of Theology, Faculty of Architecture, Faculty of
Engineering, Faculty of Health Sciences, and Faculty of Medicine.

! For further studies examining youth and young adulthood from social, cultural, economic, psychological, and educational
perspectives, including family and attachment relationships, social values, social media and digitalization, internet and
gaming addiction, youth centers and social participation, religious beliefs and deism, migration and xenophobia, gender
and violence, marriage and intergenerational transmission, youth unemployment and employment expectations, economic
crises, anxiety and stress, dating and eating attitudes, young people’s digital consumption and investment behaviors,
vocational education, innovative thinking, perceptions of play, children’s and young adult literature, as well as the crisis
experiences and sources of support among young adults, see also: Kirig ve Dilek (2019), Yusufoglu (2021), Altun (2021),
Harmanc1 (2022), Karadag ve Kog (2023), Gencer (2023), Avan (2026), Akkus (2026), Nair (2019), Argm (2019), Kog
(2024), Ertiirkmen ve islah (2024), Kubar (2025), Cikmaz (2025), Geng ve Pak (2019), Davulcu (2019), Akgay Bekiroglu
ve Sahin (2019), Sezgin (2019), Oztiirk ve Tire (2019), Dursun (2020), Oztiirk (2020), Y1ldiz ve Kirtepe (2020), Ak Akyol
(2020), Tutar et al. (2020), Giiner (2021), Duman (2023), Vezne ve Giinbay1 (2019), Oztopal ve Tomal (2019), Ozdemir
et al. (2020), Seving ve Uyangdr (2020), Ozok ve Aka (2021), Okan et al. (2021) Erdemir Goze ve Y1lmaz (2021), Ozmen
(2022), Oz Soysal et al. (2022), Mese Yavuz ve Basyigit (2023), Akaroglu (2023), Karakus ve Bilgin Aksoy (2021), Aydim
et al. (2021), Sahan (2022).
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Data Collection Procedures

The survey method was employed as the primary data collection technique. To conduct the
field study, both simple random sampling and stratified sampling methods were utilized. The number
of students to be included from each faculty was determined proportionally according to the total
number of students enrolled in the faculties, regardless of class level. The population consisted of
18,276 students. In order to compensate for the possibility of incomplete or incorrectly completed
questionnaires, a slightly larger number of students than initially required was included in the survey
process. A total of 434 questionnaires were administered, of which 426 were considered valid and

included in the final analysis. The distribution of respondents across faculties is presented in Table
1.

Table 1: Distribution of Participants by Faculty

Faculty Number of Students Percentages
Faculty of Letters 62 14.6
Faculty of Education 82 19.2
lgeclic:ri‘?; Sof Economics and Administrative 110 258
Faculty of Engineering 50 11.7
Faculty of Health Sciences 29 6.8
Faculty of Fine Arts 7 1.6
Faculty of Theology 5 1.2
Faculty of Medicine 29 6.8
Faculty of Science 28 6.6
Faculty of Architecture 16 3.8
Faculty of Pharmacy 8 1.9

Total 426 100

The field survey was conducted between 18 and 29 May 2015. Prior to participation,
respondents were informed about the purpose and scope of the study. Additional explanations were
provided to students who expressed reservations regarding participation, particularly concerning
issues of anonymity and confidentiality. Participants were assured that no personal identification
information would be requested. Following these brief explanations, students appeared more
comfortable with the research process and demonstrated a greater willingness to participate in the
survey.

Data Analysis

The data obtained through the survey were analyzed using the Statistical Package for the
Social Sciences (SPSS) Version 15.0. Percentage and frequency distributions were used to
summarize the data. While univariate data were presented through simple frequency tables, cross-
tabulations were employed to analyze relationships among multiple variables. To determine whether
statistically significant relationships existed between categorical variables, the Chi-square (X?) test
of independence was applied (Karagdz, 1995, p. 294).

In the tables presented throughout the study, the symbol (X?) denotes the Chi-square test
statistic, “df” represents the degrees of freedom, and p indicates the level of statistical significance.
Relationships between variables were considered statistically significant when the p-value was less
than 0.05 (p < 0.05). Conversely, p-values greater than 0.05 indicated that no statistically significant
relationship existed between the variables under examination.
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Results and Discussion

Before moving on to the interpretation of the research findings, it is necessary to state that
the study is based on field data collected in 2015. This situation constitutes an important limitation
that should be kept in mind when evaluating the findings, especially considering the rapid changes
that have occurred in recent years in social media usage habits, digital communication technologies,
and forms of online political participation. Therefore, the findings presented below reflect the
political participation trends and attitudes of university youth under the conditions of 2015, and this
situation must be taken into account when making evaluations regarding the political behaviors of
today's youth.

Table 2: Socio-Demographic Characteristics of the Students
Number of Students Percentages

Gender  Female 212 49.8
Male 214 50.2
Age 17-20 128 30.0
Ranges 7123 249 58.5
24-27 46 10.8
28-31 3 0.7
Regions  Marmara Region 329 77.2
Black Sea Region 28 6.6
Mediterranean Region 10 2.3
Aegean Region 24 5.6
Central Anatolia Region 13 3.1
Eastern Anatolia Region 13 3.1
Southeastern Anatolia Region 9 2.1
Total 426 100

When the distribution of the students according to gender is examined, it is seen that 49.8%
of the participants are female and 50.2% are male. While conducting the questionnaire application
during the research process, special care was taken to ensure that the numbers of female and male
students were balanced and close to each other.

Looking at the age distribution, it was determined that 30% of the students are in the 17-20
age range, 58.5% are in the 21-23 age range, 10.8% are in the 24-27 age range, and 0.7% are in the
28-31 age range. These findings indicate that the sample is heavily concentrated in the 21-23 age
range. When the data regarding the regions where the students lived the longest before starting
university are examined, it is seen that 77.2% of the participants resided in the Marmara Region,
6.6% in the Black Sea Region, 5.6% in the Aegean Region, 3.1% in the Central Anatolia Region,
3.1% in the Eastern Anatolia Region, 2.3% in the Mediterranean Region, and 2.1% in the
Southeastern Anatolia Region.

The high proportion of students coming from the Marmara Region is closely related to the
fact that Trakya University is located in the same region. The university's geographical proximity to
the students' places of residence and its carrying of similar socio-cultural characteristics can be
considered among the determining factors in the preference process.

On the other hand, the relatively low proportion of students coming from the Central
Anatolia, Eastern Anatolia, and Southeastern Anatolia Regions can be explained by the university's
geographical distance to these regions and the socio-cultural differences between the regions.
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Table 3: Students' Views on the General Attitudes of Their Families
Number of Students Percentages

General Attitude of the Family Protective 231 54.2

Towards the Students Democratic 143 33.6
Authoritarian 35 8.2
Indifferent 17 4

Total 426 100

54.2% of the students stated that they found their family structure protective, while 33.6%
found it democratic. The rate of those who describe their family as authoritarian or indifferent is
lower. Another point that drew attention during the field study is that students interpret some parental
attitudes that are essentially authoritarian as protective. The failure to ask questions to clarify this
distinction is one of the shortcomings of the research.

Table 4: Students' Practices Regarding Social Media
Number of Students  Percentages

Rates of Following Yes 407 95.5
Social Media No 19 4.5
Topics They Discuss Sports 103 24.2
Most Using Social Economy 20 4.7
Media Accounts Politics 159 373
Art 94 22.1
I do not discuss 50 11.7
News Headlines That  Sports 115 27.0
Attract the Attention  Economy 33 77
of Students Politics 140 32.9
Art 68 16.0
Magazine 70 16.4
Total 426 100

The impact of social media and social networks on our daily lives has gradually increased in
recent years, and in parallel with this, the number of users and followers has gained a constantly
rising momentum. Today's youth are born into a world where technology is accelerating, developing
more every day, and the internet is an indispensable part of our daily lives. For this reason, the rate
at which young people follow social media and the topics they are interested in on social media
become a particularly important issue for us. As understood from the table above, 95.5% of the
students follow social media.

Social media has increasingly become an alternative source of news and information in
contemporary society. A significant proportion of young people follow national and international
developments through these platforms. In the study entitled “4 Study on the Digital Political
Participation of Youth in Tiirkiye” published in 2024, Zekeriya Sarthan and Raci Tascioglu asked
young people about their primary purposes for using social media. The results showed that 45% used
social media to keep up with current developments, 21.2% for entertainment, 15.9% to spend their
leisure time, 7.1% to communicate with relatives and friends, 5.4% to share their opinions and create
content, 2.5% for other purposes, 1.9% to meet people with similar interests, and 0.9% to express
protest or criticism (Sarthan & Tascioglu, 2024, p. 57). Similarly, in their 2024 study entitled “Young
People's Political Participation in Digital Environments,” Giiler Cender and Zafer Kus reported that
young people preferred to follow current affairs through digital platforms (Cender & Kus, 2024, p.
136). Another important study examining the influence of social media on young people is Erhan
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Orselli and Zekeriya Bilici’s 2024 research entitled “Young People's Views on Politics and Their
Levels of Political Interest: Who Influences Them and How?” In response to the question regarding
the factor that most influences their political preferences during election periods, 63.1% of the
participants identified social media as the primary influence (Orselli & Bilici, 2024, p. 426).

While the most intensely discussed topic by the students is politics with 37.3%, sports
follows this area with a rate of 24.2%. At the bottom of the list is the economy with 4.7%. On the
other hand, a segment of 11.7% of the students stated that they do not engage in discussions on any
topic. The findings indicate that political topics hold an important place in the social media
interactions of the students.

Looking at the news headlines that attract the students' attention, it is seen that politics ranks
first with 32.9%, sports ranks second with 27%, and economy news is the least interesting headline
with 7.7%. These findings exhibit a complete overlap when compared with the finding of the topics
that students discuss the most using their social media accounts. The fact that politics ranks first,
sports second, and economy last in both areas proves that students have a consistent orientation of
interest.

Table 5: Students' Views on Politics
Number of Students  Percentages

Should Youth be  Yes, they should 353 82.9
Int?r'ested in Only on issues concerning youth 47 11.0
Politics? Only when voting 4 0.9
No, they should not 12 2.8
I have no idea 10 23
Enjoying talking  veg 301 70.7
about political
issues in daily life N0 125 29.3
Who do you talk  With my family 79 18.5
about political With my friends 215 50.5
issues with the With my relatives 7 1.6
most? .
With everyone around me 90 21.1
I do not talk 35 8.2
Who influenced  From my family and relatives 163 38.3
your political From my friends 41 9.6
views? From school/places where I am
. 38 8.9
for educational purposes
From the books I read and the 184 432
internet
Total 426 100

According to the findings of the research, a significant majority of the students, such as
82.9%, argue that young people should be interested in politics. The rate of those who find political
interest unnecessary and think that young people should not be interested in politics is 2.8%, those
who argue that political interest should be limited only to youth issues are at 11%, and those who
think that they should only be interested during voting periods are at a level of 0.9%. The rate of
those who have no idea is 2.3%. These data clearly reveal that the youth are willing to be involved
in political processes and to take part in politics.

While 70.7% of the students state that they enjoy talking about political and social issues,
29.3% approach such conversations and discussions from a distance. While only nearly 40% of the
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students say that they discuss political issues on their social media accounts, more than 70% stated
that they like to talk about political and social issues in their daily lives. From this, we can deduce
that students like to discuss political issues one-on-one.

When we look at who the students prefer to talk about political issues with, the circle of
friends takes the first place with 50.5%. The option "with everyone around me" takes the second
place with a rate of 21.1%. While the family option takes the third place with a rate of 18.5%, relatives
are at the bottom with a rate of 1.6%. The rate of those who state that they do not talk with anyone
is 8.2%.

The findings of the present study are consistent with those reported by Kemal Kili¢ (2010)
in his study entitled “Factors Influencing the Political Orientations of Young People: Evidence from
the Urban Youth Survey.” In response to a question similar to the one used in the current research
namely, with whom young people most frequently discuss political issues the participants in Kili¢’s
study provided answers that closely parallel the findings of this study. The results indicate that young
people are relatively less likely to discuss political matters with family members and relatives,
whereas they tend to engage in such discussions more frequently within their friendship networks
and peer groups (Kilig, 2010, p. 61).

In addition, while the vast majority of students like to talk about political and social issues
in their daily lives, only nearly 40% said that they discuss political issues on social media platforms,
and they stated that they prefer to talk about these issues mostly with their circle of friends and family.
That is, the answers given by the students to these three questions show internal consistency. 43.2%
of the students said that the books they read and the information they obtained from the internet were
effective in the formation and shaping of their political views and awareness. This result shows that
the internet and social media have a huge impact on young people. In the shaping of their political
views, the "from my family and relatives" option comes second with a rate of 38.3%. The striking
point here is that the students, who state that they enjoy talking about political issues mostly with
their friends, declare the "from my friends" option at a low rate of 9.6% in the shaping of their
political views.
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Number of Students  Percentages
Have you ever beena  Yes, I have 116 27.2
part of a political
party before? No, I have not 310 72.8
Are you a member of I am a member of a social
o o 139 32.6
any association or organization
organization? I am a member of a political 5] 12.0
party/youth branches ’
I am a member of a health-related
. 38 8.9
organization
Iama memb.er of an education- 45 106
related organization
No, I am not 153 35.9
Reasons why students  Not marked 52 12.2
are.qot members of 2 [ am not interested in politics 63 14.8
political party/youth No party reflects my views 105 24.6
branches .
I do not see it as necessary 81 19.0
I am afraid of ‘Fhe negative 69 16.2
consequences it may create
Good things can be done without
. 56 13.1
being a member of a party
Have you ever I participated in a demonstration 99 232
engaged in any march ’
political activity I participated in rallies 68 16.0
before? I took a role in the election
. o 21 4.9
campaign of a political party
No,. I have QO'F engaged in any 238 559
political activity
Total 426 100

According to the findings of the study; 27.2% of the students said that they had gone to a
political party before, while 72.8% stated that they had never gone to any political party before. This
finding indicates that students approach establishing direct contact with political parties from a
distance.

When the students' membership status in any association or organization is examined, it is
seen that a large part of them are not included in organized structures. While the rate of those who
are members of associations or organizations whose fields of activity are social or cultural areas is
32.6%, the rate of those who are members of political parties or political party youth branches is
12%. The rate of those who are members of associations or organizations operating in the field of
health is 8.9%, and the rate of those who are members of associations or organizations operating for
educational purposes is 10.6%. In contrast, 35.9% of the students stated that they are not a member
of any association or organization.

Due to the presence of students who are party members among the answers to the question
investigating the reasons why students are not members of political parties or party youth branches,
the "not marked" option was added. 12% of the students did not answer this question because they
were members of a political party or party youth branches. The primary reason for students who are
not party members to avoid membership is the option "no party reflects my views" with a rate of
24.6%. While 19% of the students state that they do not find membership in a political party
necessary, 16.2% express that they are worried about the negative consequences that party
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membership may entail. The rate of those who think that good things can be done without being a
member of a party is 13.1%. 14.8% of the students declared that they are not interested in politics.

These findings reveal young people's relatively distant attitudes toward and limited trust in
political parties and traditional institutional mechanisms of politics. In support of this argument, the
study entitled “Istanbul Youth: Does Membership in Civil Society Organizations Make a
Difference?” conducted by the Youth Studies Unit of Istanbul Bilgi University in 2006 found that
the institutions most trusted by young people were, respectively, the military, civil society
organizations, and the government. When participants were asked to identify a second institution
they trusted, the military again ranked first, followed by the presidency and health/social security
institutions. These were followed by civil society organizations and the Turkish Grand National
Assembly (TBMM). The findings indicated that young people’s trust in the TBMM was relatively
low (Youth Studies Unit, 2006, p. 8). Similar results were obtained in a more recent study. In the
research entitled “Youth in Tiirkiye: Characteristics, Problems, Identities, and Expectations of Young
People” conducted by the Center for Social, Economic, and Cultural Studies (SEKAM) in September
2013, the military was identified as the most trusted institution in response to the question, “Which
institution do you trust most regarding the future of Tiirkiye?” The parliament and the government
ranked second and third, respectively. When respondents were asked to identify a second institution
they trusted, the military again ranked first. Another noteworthy finding of the study was the
remarkably low level of trust in political parties and the media. The level of trust in political parties
was reported as 2.9%, while trust in the media was only 1.2%. Similar patterns emerged in the
second-level responses, where the media (2.2%) and political parties (5.8%) were identified as the
least trusted institutions in Tirkiye (SEKAM, 2013, pp. 424—427). Furthermore, the low level of trust
in traditional media may help explain why students attach such importance to social media as a source
of information and communication.

The study titled “Youth's Relationship with Politics Through the Eyes of Youth in Higher
Education” published by H. Biisra Ekinci Saglam in 2021 also shows parallelism with this study.
Young people stated that regarding their non-membership in any political party, a political party does
not fully reflect their views, they adopt some of the parties' views while not adopting others, and
merely a partial consensus is not sufficient for them to become members.

To the question investigating whether the students had engaged in any political activity
before, 23.2% of the students answered by saying they participated in demonstration marches, 16%
participated in rallies, and 4.9% declared that they took an active role in the election campaign of a
political party. In contrast, a large portion of the students stated that they had not engaged in any
political activity, with a rate of 55.9%. Although the vast majority of the students think that young
people should be interested in politics and state that they enjoy discussing political issues in their
daily lives, it is noteworthy that the rate of those who have not participated in any political activity
is high. This situation suggests that there is a certain incongruity between the political attitudes and
behaviors of young people and that they experience indecision or hesitation regarding political
participation. On the other hand, the fact that only traditional participation methods were included in
the options on the questionnaire form, and that university students, who have high internet skills and
express that they discuss political issues the most on social media platforms, were not asked whether
they participated in any internet-based group, digital campaign, or online action, is seen as one of the
shortcomings of the study.
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Table 7: Distribution of Students' Views on Politics and Their Political Participation by Gender

Female Percentage Male Percentage Total

Yes, they should 182 42.7 171 40.1 82.9
Should Youth be  Only on issues concerning youth 22 5.2 25 5.9 11.0
Interested in Only when voting 1 0.2 3 0.7 0.9
Politics? No, they should not 2 0.5 10 2.3 2.8
I have no idea 5 1.2 5 1.2 2.3
Total 212 49.8 214 50.2 100
X% 6,858; df: 4; p: 0.114
Have you ever Yes 40 9.4 76 17.8 27.2
been to a political 172 404 138 324 728

party before?
212 49.8 214 50.2 100

Total X2 14,892; df: 1; p: 0.000

I am a member of a social

organization 59 13.8 80 18.8 32.6
Are you a I am a member of a political
member of any party/youth branches 18 4.2 33 7.7 11.9
association or I am a mgmber of a health-related
organization? organization 17 4.0 21 4.9 8.9

I am a member of an education-

related organization 34 8.0 11 2.6 10.6

No, I am not 84 19.7 69 16.2 35.9
Total 212 49.7 214 50.3 100

X2: 21,223; df: 4; p: 0,000

Ll;;izt}ilcipated in a demonstration 35 32 64 15.0 232
g;‘;egzgl;ne‘;i; I participated in rallies ’ 29 6.8 39 9.2 16.0
political activity | 100k @ role in the election 7 1.6 14 33 49
before? campaign of a political party

No, I have not engaged in any

political activity 141 33.1 97 22.8 55.9
Total 212 49.8 214 50.2 100

X2: 20,424; df: 3; p: 0,000

To determine whether students’ levels of political interest were independent of gender, a
Chi-square test of independence was conducted, and the results are presented in Table 7 above.
According to the findings, 42.7% of female students and 40.1% of male students stated that young
people should be interested in politics. The proportion of respondents who believed that political
interest should be limited to issues directly concerning young people was 5.2% among female
students and 5.9% among male students. The percentage of students who argued that young people
should only be interested in politics during election periods was 0.2% among females and 0.7%
among males. While 0.5% of female students believed that young people should not be interested in
politics, this proportion increased to 2.3% among male students. The proportion of respondents who
were undecided or reported having no opinion was 1.2% for both genders. The Chi-square test result
was found to be statistically non-significant (p > 0.05). Accordingly, the findings indicate that
political interest is independent of gender. In other words, no statistically significant relationship was
identified between gender and students’ attitudes toward political interest.

A Chi-square test of independence was also conducted to examine the relationship between
gender and previous involvement in a political party. The results revealed a statistically significant
relationship between the two variables (p < 0.05). Among the respondents, 9.4% of female students
and 17.8% of male students reported having previously been involved in a political party. In contrast,
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40.4% of female students and 32.4% of male students stated that they had never been involved in
any political party. These findings suggest that male students have had greater contact with and
experience in political parties than female students.

Considering the overall number of students, the proportion of respondents who had never
visited a political party was considerably higher than that of those who had previous experience with
a political party. Furthermore, within the relatively small group of students who had been involved
with a political party, the proportion of female students was lower than that of male students. This
finding supports the widely accepted view in the literature that women generally exhibit lower levels
of political participation than men.

A Chi-square test of independence was conducted to determine whether there was a
significant relationship between students’ membership in any organization and gender. The results
indicated a statistically significant relationship between the two variables (p < 0.05). Accordingly,
the proportion of students who were not members of any organization was higher among female
students. Likewise, membership in political parties or party-affiliated youth branches was found to
be lower among female students than among male students.

To examine the relationship between participation in political activities and gender, a Chi-
square test of independence was performed. The results revealed a statistically significant
relationship between these two variables (p < 0.05). The highest proportion in both gender groups
consisted of students who reported that they had never participated in any political activity.
Participation in demonstrations and protest marches represented the second most common form of
political activity, accounting for 16.5% of female students and 29.9% of male students. In contrast,
actively participating in an election campaign for a political party was the least common form of
political activity for both genders, with rates of 3.3% among female students and 6.5% among male
students.

The findings of the present study are consistent with those reported by Hakan Candan and
Ali Tosun in their research entitled “Perceptions of Political Participation Among Youth: The Case
of University Students” conducted at Karamanoglu Mehmetbey University and published in 2019.
Similar to the results of the current study, female students in their research exhibited lower levels of
political participation than male students. Furthermore, among both female and male respondents,
the highest proportion consisted of individuals who reported that they had never participated in any
political activity (Candan & Tosun, 2019, p. 2595). These findings once again demonstrate that
women’s levels of political participation remain more limited than those of men.
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Table 8: Distribution of Students' Political Participation and Shaping of Their Political Views
According to Their Families' Attitudes
Protective Democratic Authoritarian Indifferent Total
N % N % N % N % N)

39 394 46 465 9 9.1 5 5.1 29

I participated in a
demonstration march
I participated in
rallies

I took a role in the

Have you ever 31 456 29 426 6 8.8 2 2.9 68

engaged in any

pofitical clection campaign of 11 524 5 238 3 143 2 95 21
before?,’ a political party
’ No, I have not
engaged in any 150 63.0 63 265 17 7.1 8 34 238
political activity
Total 231 542 143 336 35 8.2 17 4.0 426
X?2: 22,818; df: 9; p: 0.007
Frommy familyand 55 44 46 282 9 55 3 18 163
relatives
Who From my friends 17 415 14 34,1 6 14.6 4 9.8 41
influenced From school/places
your political  where I am for 25 658 11 289 2 53 0 0 38
views? educational purposes
Fromthe books Iread gy 457 55 397 18 98 10 54 184
and the internet
231 542 143 336 35 8.2 17 4.0 426
Total

X?2: 23,3465 df: 9; p: 0.005

According to the results of the Chi-square test conducted to determine whether there was a
significant relationship between family attitudes and students’ previous participation in political
activities, a statistically significant relationship was identified between the two variables (p < 0.05).
The findings indicate that the highest rates of non-participation in political activities were observed
among students who characterized their families as protective or authoritarian. Among the students
who reported that they had never participated in any political activity, 63.0% described their families’
attitudes as protective, while 26.5% characterized them as democratic.

A Chi-square test was also performed to examine whether there was a significant relationship
between family attitudes and the formation of students’ political views. The results revealed a
statistically significant relationship between these variables (p < 0.05). Among students who
described their families’ attitudes as protective, 64.4% stated that their political views were primarily
shaped by family members and relatives, while books and the internet were identified as the second
most influential factors. In contrast, among students who characterized their families as democratic,
authoritarian, or indifferent, books and the internet emerged as the most influential factors in shaping
political opinions. As this study seeks to examine the political perceptions, orientations, and
behaviors of university students in the 2000s, the prominent influence of books and, in particular, the
internet highlights the increasingly important role of digital environments in young people’s political
socialization and participation processes. These findings suggest that digital media have become a
major source of political information and opinion formation among contemporary university
students.

According to the findings of this study, the majority of university students believe that young
people should be interested in politics and enjoy discussing political issues in their daily lives.
Politics also emerged as the most prominent topic among the news stories that attract students’
attention, while political issues are most frequently discussed with friends. These findings suggest
that, contrary to the widespread belief that young people have become increasingly detached from

Turkish Studies, 21(O1)



Political Perception and Political Orientations Among University Youth:... 3331

politics and politically apathetic since the 1980s, they remain interested in political affairs and
continue to follow political developments and current events. Recent studies support this conclusion.
For example, in the study conducted by Ekinci Saglam (2021), young people stated that they were
not apolitical; rather, they possessed political views but preferred not to engage through traditional
forms of political participation (Ekinci Saglam, 2021, p. 107). Similarly, in the study entitled
“Perceptions of Political Participation Among Youth: The Case of University Students” conducted
by Candan and Tosun (2019), the level of political interest among university students was found to
be considerably high (Candan & Tosun, 2019, p. 2593).

Another important finding of the present study is that although university students
demonstrate a clear interest in politics, their participation through traditional forms of political
engagement remains relatively low. A large majority of the respondents reported that they had never
visited a political party, while more than half stated that they had never participated in any political
activity. Only 12% of the students were members of a political party or a party-affiliated youth
organization. Participation levels were found to be lower among students who described their
families’ attitudes as protective or authoritarian. Furthermore, when the findings are evaluated in
relation to gender, female students consistently exhibit lower levels of political participation than
their male counterparts.

The findings of Demet Liikiisli’s study entitled “Young People’s Perceptions and
Experiences of Politics: Rethinking a New Model of Politics and Organization” provide important
insights into why young people are reluctant to become involved in politics. According to the study,
young people tend to perceive politics as a corrupt and problematic sphere. Rather than viewing
engagement in political life as “doing politics,” they often describe it as “getting involved in politics”
in a negative sense. Furthermore, they perceive the political sphere as a rigid structure characterized
by strict rules and limited opportunities for change (Liikiislii, 2010, pp. 193-196). Similar findings
were reported by Acar and Becel in their 2021 study entitled “Voluntary Political Participation of
University Youth: An Empirical Study on the Students of the Faculty of Economics and
Administrative Sciences at Kiitahya Dumlupinar University.” In this research, students were asked
about their sense of political participation and political efficacy. The results revealed that 65.4% of
the respondents believed that they were not effective actors in political life, while 18% reported being
undecided on the issue (Acar & Becel, 2021, p. 27). These findings support Liikiisli’s argument by
suggesting that young people often perceive politics as a sphere in which they have limited influence
and, consequently, remain hesitant to engage through conventional forms of political participation.

Another important finding of this study is that the internet in general, and social media in
particular, now play a crucial role in shaping young people’s political perceptions, opinions, and even
their patterns of political participation. A total of 95.5% of the students reported actively using social
media. Politics was identified as the most frequently discussed topic on these platforms, and books
together with information obtained from the internet were among the most influential factors shaping
students’ political views. The internet and social media are frequently preferred by young people as
sources for following political developments, acquiring political information, and developing
political awareness due to the ease of access they provide and their ability to deliver information and
current events instantaneously. These digital platforms have become important channels through
which young people engage with political issues, form opinions, and remain informed about social
and political developments. Consequently, the internet and social media have emerged as key
components of contemporary political socialization among university students.

Conclusion

Generations that emerged after 1980 are often contrasted with the politically conscious and
socially engaged university youth of the 1960s and 1970s. These generations have frequently been
criticized for their perceived political indifference. Such criticisms generally portray them as
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individualistic, self-centered, consumption-oriented, and lacking a strong sense of social
responsibility. However, these generations grew up in a country governed by neoliberal policies and
under a constitutional framework designed to preserve the restrictive political order established after
the military coup. In a social environment where competition and individual interests were prioritized
above all else and where individualism was strongly encouraged through neoliberal policies, it is
understandable that young people have remained distant from organized politics and have shown
limited interest in joining political parties or party-affiliated youth organizations.

Youth, once regarded as the driving force of society and the guardians of the state and its
reforms, gradually came to be perceived as a threat due to the high level of political mobilization
witnessed during the 1970s. Following 1980, young people were deliberately distanced from politics.
Many of those who had participated in organized political activities during the 1970s faced various
forms of punishment and repression. In later years, these individuals often sought to keep their own
children away from political involvement. This attitude has been transmitted across generations and
continues to function as a barrier to political participation among young people. The finding that
students who described their families as protective or authoritarian exhibited lower levels of political
participation supports this argument.

The level of youth participation through traditional forms of political engagement remains
relatively low. However, technological developments have brought about a significant
transformation in the ways young people participate in politics. Traditional forms of participation,
which were largely based on organized structures and collective face-to-face activities, are
increasingly being replaced by more individualized, flexible, and digitally mediated forms of
engagement that do not require membership in formal organizations. Young people no longer view
participation in political processes as something confined to street demonstrations or physical
political spaces. Instead, they increasingly engage in political discussions, express their opinions,
and participate in campaigns through social media platforms, benefiting from the speed, accessibility,
and immediacy of digital communication while remaining in the relative comfort and safety of their
homes.

In light of this transformation, rather than characterizing young people as politically
disengaged or passive, it may be more appropriate to explore ways of integrating this digitally native
generation more effectively into political life through internet-based tools and innovative political
strategies. Identifying mechanisms that encourage university students—the future leaders and
decision-makers of society—to become more actively involved in political processes is particularly
important for the sustainability of democratic societies. University students represent the future
actors of political systems, and their disengagement from political life may, in the long term,
contribute to the weakening of democratic representation and political legitimacy. Therefore,
creating new opportunities, channels, and participation mechanisms that encourage greater political
engagement among university students remains of critical importance.

Based on the findings of this study, future research could examine in greater detail the
relationship between university students’ digital political participation practices and various
socioeconomic and cultural variables. In addition, longitudinal studies investigating how young
people’s experiences of online political participation influence their engagement in traditional forms
of political participation over time could contribute to a more comprehensive understanding of the
relationship between youth and political participation. Furthermore, comparative studies conducted
across different types of universities and regions may provide deeper insights into the factors shaping
political participation among young people and allow for a more detailed analysis of the determinants
of youth political engagement.
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Giris

Geng kavramu ile ilgili farkli tanimlamalar olmasina ragmen herkesin ortak olarak kabul
ettigi bir tamim mevcut degildir. Kavramin tanim {ilkeden iilkeye degismektedir. Bu farkliligin
kaynagi toplumlarin kiiltiirel ve yapisal gesitliligidir. Dahasi, bu kavram ayni toplumsal yapi
icerisinde bile farkli kiiltiirel kodlara sahip bolgelerde farkli degerlendirilebilmektedir (Kislali, 1974,
s. 15).

Genglik taniminda bir goriis birliginin olmamasi, konuyu ele alan arastirmacilarin farkl
kuramsal ve metodolojik yaklagimlardan hareket etmelerinden kaynaklanmaktadir. Bu yaklasimlar
kisaca psikolojik yaklagim, biyolojik yaklagim ve sosyolojik yaklasimdir.

Psikolojik yaklasim ¢ergevesinde yapilan tanimlamalar genci daha ¢ok i¢ diinyasi ile ele
almistir. Bu dénemde geng kendini hem yetiskinlerin diinyasina hem de c¢ocuklarin diinyasina ait
hissedemez. Ancak her iki grubun da bazi 6zelliklerini tasimaktadir. Bu donemde geng, bir psikolojik
¢ikmaza siiriklenmektedir. Bu nedenle kavrama psikolojik olarak yaklaganlar bu donemi yani
genglik donemini bir kriz donemi olarak degerlendirmislerdir (Parlak, 1999, s. 14). Bu yaklagima
gore genclik duygusal yogunlugun hiikiim siirdiigii ve bireyin zihin diinyasinda c¢eliskilerin belirgin
hale geldigi bir siirectir. Bagimsizlik istegi ile aidiyet ihtiyac1 ve 6zgiir olma arzusu ile giivenlik
gereksinimi gibi duygusal istekler ayni1 anda hissedilmektedir. Bu karmasa bireyi otoriteye
baskaldirma ve sorgulama egilimine sevk edebilir. Bu sorgulama egilimi psikolojik gelisimin dogal
bir pargasidir (Burcu, 1998, s. 113; Fadiloglu, 1989, s. 69-70).

Biyolojik yaklasim ¢ergevesinde yapilan tanimlar gengligi bir yas aralifi g¢ergevesinde
incelemektedir. Birlesmis Milletler 15-24 yas araliginda bulunan bireyleri geng olarak
tanimlamaktadir (UNESCO, 2020). Tiirkiye Istatistik Kurumu da 16 Mayis 2025 tarihinde 2024
yilina ait genglik istatistiklerini yayinlamis ve istatistiklerde yas araligin1 Birlesmis Milletler ile ayn1
aralikta kabul etmistir (TUIK, 2025). Buna karsilik Genglik ve Spor Bakanlig1 Ulusal Genglik ve
Spor Politikast Belgesi’nde gengligi 14-29 yas aralig1 olarak belirlemistir (Resmi Gazete, 2013).
Bunlarin disinda gengligin tanimina kalkinma planlarinda de yer verilmis ve II. Bes Yillik Kalkinma
Planinda gencglik 14-25 yas araliginda bulunan bireyler olarak degerlendirilirken III. Kalkinma
Planinda 14-22 yas araliginda bulunan bireyler geng¢ olarak kabul edilmistir. Yine IV. Ve V.
Kalkinma Planlarinda 12-24 yas aras1 baz alinirken VI. Kalkinma Planinda 15-24 yas aralig1 genclik
donemi olarak benimsenmistir (SEKAM, 2013, s. 11).

Sosyolojik yaklagim gengligin sadece bir yas araligi olarak degerlendirilmesine karsi
cikmaktadir. Bu yaklasimi benimseyenler gengligin sadece yas Olciitine dayali olarak
tanimlanmasinin eksik ve yetersiz kalacagini ileri siirmektedir. Zira salt yas kriterine dayanan
tanimlamalar kusaklararasi1 farkliliklar1 ortaya koysa da ayni kusak igindeki ¢esitlilikleri ya da
catisma dinamiklerini goz ard1 edecektir. Aynm yaslarda olan fakat biri tiniversitede, biri fabrikada,
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biri kentte bir digeri ise kirsalda ve cocuk sahibi olan bireyler gencglik siirecini baska hayat
deneyimleri igerisinde yasayacaklardir. Bu sebeple tek bir olgiite bagh olarak s6z konusu bireyleri
ayni kategori altinda degerlendirilemezler. (SEKAM, 2013, s. 13). Genglik i¢in belirlenen yas
araliklari, tlkeler ve toplumlar arasinda farkliik gostermektedir. Bu nedenle gengligin
tanimlanmasinda yalnizca kronolojik yas Olciitiine dayanmak yeterli olmayip, kiiltlirel baglamin da
dikkate alinmasi gerekmektedir. Bu cercevede genclik; farkli {ilke ve toplumlarda degiskenlik
gosteren toplumsal, kiiltiirel ve tarihsel dinamiklerle sekillenen, kendine 6zgii nitelikler ve anlamlar
barindiran ve salt yas kriteri iizerinden agiklanamayacak Olciide ¢cok boyutlu ve karmagik bir
kavramdir. (Marshall, 1999, s. 249).

Genglik kavraminin bir sosyal kategori olarak kullanilmaya baslamasi ise 19. yiizyila
rastlamaktadir. Bundan 6nce tarih boyunca bireyler bugiin anladigimiz anlamda bir genglik siireci
gecirmemistir. Toplumlarin ayricalikli azinliklarinin disinda kalan genis halk kitlelerinde gengler
fiziksel gelisimlerini tamamlar tamamlamaz ya tiiretime dahil edilerek ya da evlendirilerek
yetiskinlerin diinyasina dahil edilmislerdir (Inamir, 2005, s. 39).

Ancak Sanayi Devrimi ile birlikte iiretim siire¢lerinde koklii degisimler yasanmis, kol
giicline dayanan iiretim modeli yerini makinelesmeye birakmigtir. Makinelesme ile birlikte iiretim
stirecleri boliinmiis, i boliimii derinlesmis bu durum da uzmanlasmay1 gerekli kilmistir. Bu durum
da teknik bilgiye ve mesleki beceriye sahip yetismis insan giiciine ihtiyact dogurmustur. Devletler
zorunlu temel egitim uygulamalar1, mesleki ve teknik liseler ve iiniversiteler araciligi ile iggiicii
piyasasinin ihtiyag duydugu nitelikli is giiclinli yetistirmeye c¢alismigtir. Zamanla bilimin ve
teknolojinin ilerlemesi, iiretim siireclerinin karmasiklagsmasi egitim siiresinin uzamasina ve egitimin
igeriginin gesitlenmesine neden olmustur. Bu tarihsel siire¢ sonunda bireyler egitim kurumlarinda
giderek daha fazla zaman gecirmeye baslamis ve egitim ¢ocukluk ile yetigkinlik arasinda gegisi
belirleyen etkenlerden biri haline gelmistir. Sanayi Devrimi ile baglayan ve modern egitim
sistemlerinin yayginlagsmasi ile koklenen bu siire¢ gencligi sadece bir yas araligi olmaktan gikarmig
ve ayr1 bir toplumsal kategori haline getirmistir. Geleneksel toplumlarda ¢ocukluk ile yetiskinlik
arasindaki gecis kisa ve belirsiz olurken, iiretim siireglerinin degismesi ve uzmanlagma nedeniyle
uzayan egitim siireci ¢ocukluktan yetiskinlige gecis siirecini uzatmis boylece genclik toplumsal yapi
icerisinde kendine has &zelliklere sahip ve goriiniir bir evre haline gelmistir (Cebi & Sahin Akilly,
2011, s. 207-208). Egitim siiresinin uzamasi genclerin {iretim siirecine dahil olmalarimi geciktirmistir
(Sahin, 2007, s. 158). Ancak ekonomik olarak hala ailelerine bagimli iken zihinsel, kiiltiirel ve
ideolojik ag¢idan bagimsiz bir alan igerisinde gelisimlerini tamamlamalarina da olanak saglamuigtir.
Egitim kurumlar1 ve bunlarin igerisinde de 6zellikle tiniversiteler genglerin bir araya geldigi ve ortak
deneyimler paylastigi, kolektif bir biling ve ortak degerler iirettigi yerler haline gelmislerdir. Bu
durum gengleri kiiltiirel olarak da goriiniir hale getirmistir.

Toplumsal alanda hem belirgin bir aktdr olan hem de goriinlir olmaya baslayan genglik
zamanla yalnizca kendi yasam pratikleri iizerinde degil toplumu ilgilendiren meselelerde de karar
alma siireglerine dahil olmay1 istemistir. Toplumsal konularda s6z sahibi olma istegi ise genglerin
cesitli siyasal katilim kanallarina yonelmelerini ve ilerleyen siirecte siyasal hayatin Onemli
unsurlarindan bir olmalarini saglamistir. Siyasal katilim, bireylerin siyasal karar alma siireglerini
etkilemek, yoneticilerin belirlenmesine katkida bulunmak veya kamu politikalarinin sekillenmesinde
rol oynamak amaciyla gerceklestirdikleri goniillii faaliyetlerin biitiinii olarak tanimlanmaktadir. Oy
verme, siyasi partilerde gorev alma, protesto eylemlerine katilma, dilek¢e verme ya da dijital
platformlar araciligiyla siyasal goriislerini ifade etme gibi davramslar siyasal katilimin farkh
bigimleri arasinda yer almaktadir. Demokratik sistemlerin igleyisinde temel bir unsur olarak kabul
edilen siyasal katilim, ozellikle gengler agisindan ayri bir 6nem tagimaktadir. Genglik donemi,
bireylerin siyasal kimliklerinin, degerlerinin ve vatandaglik bilincinin sekillendigi bir siire¢ olmas1
nedeniyle siyasal tutum ve davraniglarin gelisiminde kritik bir evre olarak degerlendirilmektedir. Bu
nedenle genclerin siyasal katilim diizeyleri yalnizca demokratik temsilin giiglenmesi agisindan degil,
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aynt zamanda siyasal sistemlerin gelecegi ve toplumsal degisimin yonii acgisindan da onemli
goriilmektedir (Giugni & Grasso, 2022, s. 3-4).

Ayrica modern egitim kurumlar1 ve sistemleri genclere elestirel diisiinme ve sorgulama
becerileri kazandirarak toplumsal meselelere ilgili bireyler haline getirmistir. Béylece gencler sadece
gelecegin yetiskinleri olarak degil ayni zamanda mevcut toplumsal ve siyasal sistemleri elestiren
aktif bir 6zne olarak algilanmaya baglamistir. Sanayilesme ve modernlese siirecinin bir sonucu olarak
genclik kurumsal ve disiinsel anlamda dikkate alinan bir toplumsal kategori haline gelmis,
ekonomik, kiiltiirel ve siyasal siire¢lerde dikkate alinmasi gereken oOzgiin bir aktdr olarak
degerlendirilmeye baglanmustir.

Bu tarihsel siire¢ sonunda modern toplum, yeni ve diisiinen, sorgulayan bir toplumsal
kategori olusturmustur. Egitimli genclik artik toplumsal ve siyasal olaylar1 takip eden ve hatta yon
veren bir konumda algilanmaya baglamigtir. Bu durum genglere bazi sorumluluklarin yiiklenmesine
neden olmustur. Gengler aktif ve dinamik diisiince yapilariyla gelecegin yurttaslar1 olarak toplumu
daima ileriye tasimasi gerekenler seklinde degerlendirilmistir.

Benzer siire¢ Tirkiye i¢in de gegerlidir. Bu siire¢ Tanzimat ile baglamis ve bati tarzi
okullarda egitim alan genclerin birer aydin olarak Osmanli Devleti’ni ¢okiisten kurtarmalart
beklenmistir. Bu bakis agis1 egitimli gengligi bir aydin olarak tanimlarken ayni zamanda ona
yiikledigi misyon ile siyasal bir kategori haline de getirmistir (Liikiisli, 2008, s. 289). Bu siire¢ ve
genclik algist Cumbhuriyet ile devam etmis ve egitimli genglik devrimlerin ve vatanin koruyucusu
olarak degerlendirilmistir. Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk Genglige Hitabe’sinde “Ey Tiirk Gengligi! Birinci
vazifen Tiirk istiklalini Tiirk Cumhuriyeti’ni ilelebet muhafaza ve miidafa etmektir. Mevcudiyetinin
ve istikbalinin yegdne temeli budur.” diyerek genglige olan bakisini acik bir sekilde ortaya
koymustur (Atatiirk, 1989, s. 1197).

Genglik kendilerine yiiklenen vatani korumak misyonunu benimsemistir. 1950’lere kadar
cogunlukla siyasi rejimin yaninda ve destekgisi olan gencler bu yillarda Demokrat Parti’nin baskict
politikalarina kars1 ¢ikarak eylemleriyle hayir demislerdir. 1960 yilinda artan toplumsal muhalefet
sebebiyle ve iiniversite 0grencilerinin eylemlerinin de etkisiyle Demokrat Parti bir askeri darbe ile
iktidardan uzaklagtirilmistir (Neyzi, 2011, s. 32).

Tirkiye’de tiniversite gengliginin siyasal arenada en etkin oldugu yillar 1960 ile 1980 yillar1
arasinda olmustur. 1961 Anayasasi’nin sagladigi Ozgiirliik ortami sayesinde sorunlarin
tartisilabilmesi ve alternatif siyasal goriislerin konusulabilmesi tiniversite gengliginin hizla
bilinglenmesine ve siyasallasmasina imkan tammustir. {1k etapta 6grencilerin i¢inde bulunduklar
kosullar, Ogretim elemanlar1 ile iligkileri, simnav yonetmelikleri ve tniversitedeki karar alma
stireclerine katilim talepleri ile baglayan hareket 1960’11 yillarin sonunda merkezine iilke sorunlarim
koyarak siyasal bir harekete doniismiistiir (Yiicedag & Cetin, 2016, s. 8). 1968’den itibaren tirmanisa
gecen Ogrenci hareketleri giinden giine marjinallesmis, yasal zeminden uzaklagmistir. 1970’lerde ise
ogrenciler daha 6nce olmadiklari kadar politizedir. Banka soymaktan silahli eylemlere kadar uzanan
hareket ve tiniversite gengligi artik bir tehdit unsuru olarak algilanmaya baslamistir. Dana once
genclik eylemlerini destekler nitelikte davranan siyasal partiler bile artik bu eylemleri anarsi olarak
degerlendirmeye baslamistir (Yilmaz, 1997, s. 133).

Liikiislii’ye gore 1960’11 yillardan 1980°e gelinen siiregte genclik hareketleri ilk bakista
devlete savas agmig gibi goriinse de hareket derinden incelendiginde genglerin devleti ve cumhuriyet
degerlerini koruma misyonuna uygun hareket ettikleri gorilmektedir (Likisli, 2012, s. 50). Gengler
hareketleri ile Kemalizm arasinda bir koprii kurmuslar, Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk’iin emaneti olan
vatan savunduklarini ve daima savunacaklarini belirterek hareketlerini Ikinci Kurtulus Savasi olarak
nitelendirmislerdir (Feyizoglu, 1998, s. 226; Baykam, 2002, s. 67-68).
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Ozellikle 1970°1i yillarda iiniversite dgrencilerinin de yer aldig1 siddet olaylarindan sonra
yasanan 1980 Askeri Darbesi sonrasinda gengler toplumun onciileri degil, siyasal sistem i¢in tehlike
olusturan unsurlar olarak goriilmiistiir (Ercins, 2009, s. 504). Bu sebeple darbeyi gerceklestirenler
genelde toplumu 6zelde ise iiniversite gencligini bir anlamda siyasetten uzaklastiracak birtakim
onlemler almislardir. Bu amagla yeni hukuksal diizenlemeler getirilmis, yeni bir anayasa yapilmistir.
Orgiitlenme ve aktif olarak siyasal hayata katilma smirlandirilmis ve bu depolitizasyon siireci
sonunda siyasal katilim yalnizca belirli donemlerde pratigine indirgenmistir (Oncii, 1991, s. 42-43).
Universiteleri ve iiniversite gengligini kontrol edebilmek igin Yiiksekdgretim Kurulu kurulmus ve
tiim tiniversiteler bu kurula baglanmustir.

1980°den sonra siyasetten uzaklastirilan genglik bu baski ortammin yarattigi smirlar
sebebiyle etnik, kiiltiirel ve bireysel alanda kendini ifade etme yoniinde yeni arayiglara yonelmis ve
yeni kimlikler iireterek 6n plana ¢ikmigtir. 1980’ler ve 1990’lar boyunca ise ¢evreci hareketler,
feminist olusumlar, insan haklar1 savunuculari, escinsel haklar1 aktivistleri ve ¢esitli etnik gruplar
gibi farklr sivil toplum aktorleri kamusal alanda daha belirgin bir sekilde yer almaya baslamistir
(Neyzi, 2011, s. 36). Ayrica bu donemde yani 1980°den sonra uygulanan neoliberal politikalar
gencligi doniistiirmiis Orgiitlii miicadelenin yerini bireysellik, rekabet ve kisisel basar1 almistir.
2000’11 yillarda dijital teknolojilerin ve sosyal medyanin yayginlasmasi ile birlikte geleneksel siyaset
kurumlarinda kendilerine yer verilmeyen gencler bu mecralarda kendilerini ifade etmeye
baglamislardir.

Genglerin siyasallig1 ile ilgili yapilan tartismalar genellikle 1980 sonrasi gengligin apolitik
olduguna vurgu yapmaktadir. Bu ¢aligma {iniversite gencligine bu tarz bir elestiri getirmeyi degil
genglerin siyasal alana ait algilarini anlamayi, siyasal katilim tutum ve derecelerini belirlemeyi
amaglamaktadir?.

Yontem
Bu ¢alismada nicel aragtirma yontemlerinden biri olan anket ¢aligmasi kullanilmustir.
Arastirmanin Evren ve Orneklemi

Universite Gengliginde Siyaset Algis1 ve Siyasal Yonelimler: Trakya Universitesi Ornegi
adli ¢alismanmzin evreni Trakya Universitesi dgrencileridir. Evreni olusturan dgrenci sayisinin
yiiksek olmas1 sebebi ile 6rnekleme teknigi uygulanmistir. Ornekleme Trakya Universitesi’ne bagl
11 fakiilte dahil edilirken yiiksek okullar ve meslek yiiksek okullari dahil edilmemistir. Ornekleme
dahil edilen fakiilteler Eczacilik Fakiiltesi, Fen Fakiiltesi, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Egitim Fakiiltesi, Giizel
Sanatlar Fakiiltesi, iktisadi ve Idari Bilimler Fakiiltesi, ilahiyat Fakiiltesi, Mimarlik Fakiiltesi,
Miihendislik Fakiiltesi, Saglik Bilimleri Fakiiltesi ve Tip Fakiiltesi’dir.

2 Genglik ve geng yetiskinlik donemini sosyal, kiiltiirel, ekonomik, psikolojik ve egitsel boyutlariyla ele alan; aile ve
baglanma iligkileri, toplumsal degerler, sosyal medya ve dijitallesme, internet ve oyun bagimliligi, genglik merkezleri ve
sosyal katilim, dini inang ve deizm, gb¢ ve yabanci diigmanligi, toplumsal cinsiyet ve siddet, evlilik ve kusaklararasi
aktarim, geng issizligi ve istihdam beklentileri, ekonomik krizler, kaygi ve stres, flort ve yeme tutumlari, genglerin dijital
tilketim ve yatirim davraniglari, mesleki egitim, yenilik¢i diisinme, oyun algisi, ¢ocuk ve genglik edebiyati ile geng
yetiskinlerin kriz yasantilar1 ve destek kaynaklar1 gibi konulart farkli disiplin ve ydntemler gergevesinde inceleyen
calismalar i¢in ayrica bk. Kiris ve Dilek (2019), Yusufoglu (2021), Altun (2021), Harmanc1 (2022), Karadag ve Kog (2023),
Gencer (2023), Avan (2026), Akkus (2026), Nair (2019), Argm (2019), Kog (2024), Ertiirkmen ve islah (2024), Kubar
(2025), Cikmaz (2025), Geng ve Pak (2019), Davulcu (2019), Akgay Bekiroglu ve Sahin (2019), Sezgin (2019), Oztiirk ve
Tire (2019), Dursun (2020), Oztiirk (2020), Y1ldiz ve Kirtepe (2020), Ak Akyol (2020), Tutar et al. (2020), Giiner (2021),
Duman (2023), Vezne ve Giinbay1 (2019), Oztopal ve Tomal (2019), Ozdemir et al. (2020), Seving ve Uyangér (2020),
Ozok ve Aka (2021), Okan et al. (2021) Erdemir Géze ve Yilmaz (2021), Ozmen (2022), Oz Soysal et al. (2022), Mese
Yavuz ve Bagyigit (2023), Akaroglu (2023), Karakus ve Bilgin Aksoy (2021), Aydin et al. (2021), Sahan (2022).
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Veri Toplama Teknikleri

Arastirmada metodolojik olarak anket yontemi kullanilmistir. Caligmanin saha c¢aligmasi
kismin1 uygulamak {izere basit tesadiifi 6rnekleme ve tabakali 6rnekleme metotlar1 kullanilmistir.
Fakiiltelerde egitim gdren toplan 18.276 6grenciden smif farki gézetmeksizin, her fakiiltenin sahip
oldugu 6grenci sayisinin toplam &grenci sayisina oranlanmasi ile anket ¢aligmasina dahil edilecek
Ogrenci sayilar belirlenmis ve anketlerin yarim birakilma ya da yanlis doldurulma ihtimali g6z 6niine
almarak bu sayilarin biraz tizerinde 6grenci ile anket ¢alismasi yapilmistir. 434 6grenci ile anket
calismast gerceklestirilmis ve anketlerin 426 tanesi degerlendirmeye alinmistir. Anket ¢aligsmast
uygulanan 6grencilerin fakiilte bazindaki sayilar tabloda aktarilmaktadir.

Tablo 1: Fakiilte Bazinda Ogrenci Say1 ve Oranlari

Fakiilteler Ogrenci Sayillar1  Oranlari
Edebiyat Fakiiltesi 62 14,6
Egitim Fakiiltesi 32 19,2
Tktisadi ve Idari Bilimler Fakiiltesi 110 25.8
Miihendislik Fakiiltesi 50 11,7
Saglik Bilimleri Fakiiltesi 29 6,8
Glizel Sanatlar Fakiiltesi 7 1,6
[lahiyat Fakiiltesi 5 1,2
Tip Fakiiltesi 29 6,8
Fen Fakiiltesi 28 6,6
Mimarlik Fakiiltesi 16 3,8
Eczacilik Fakiiltesi 8 1,9

Toplam 426 100

Alan arastirmast geregi yapilan anket calismasi 18-29 Mayis 2015 tarihleri arasinda
gerceklestirilmistir. Anket caligmasina dahil olan 6grencilere arastirmanin hangi amagla yapildig
konusunda bilgilendirme yapilmis, cekinceli yaklasan Ogrencilere daha detayli bilgilendirme
yapilarak kimlik bilgileri ile alakali bilgilerin istenmedigi aktarilmistir. Ogrencilere verilen bu kisa
brifinglerden sonra Ogrencilerin anket calismasi hakkindaki g¢ekincelerinin ortadan kalktigi ve
calismaya katilma konusunda daha istekli olduklart gézlenmistir.

Verileri Degerlendirme Yontemleri

Anket arastirmasi ile elde edilen verilen degerlendirilmesi i¢in Statistical Packet For The
Social Sciences (SPSS-Sosyal Bilimler Igin Istatistik Paketi) 15.0 programindan faydalanilmistir.
Elde edilen verilerin ¢éziimlenmesinde ylizde-frekans tablolar1 kullanilmigtir. Tek degiskenli veriler
degerlendirilirken diiz tablolar, birden fazla degiskenin bulundugu verileri degerlendirirken ¢apraz
tablolar kullanilmistir. Birden fazla degiskenli veriler arasinda anlamli bir iliskinin olup olmadigini
anlamak i¢in de Ki-Kare (X?) bagimsizlik testinden faydalanilmistir (Karagoz, 1995, s. 294).

Calismada yer alan tablolarda “X*” ile gosterilen deger Ki-Kare Testi ile ilgili degeri, “sd”
ile gosterilen deger test sonucu ¢ikan serbestlik derecesini ve “p” ile gosterilen deger ise dnem
seviyesini gostermektedir. Degiskenler arasindaki iliskinin anlamli olabilmesi i¢in p degerinin
0,05ten kiigiik (p<0,05) bir deger almasi gerekmektedir. “p” degerinin 0,05’ten biiyiik bir deger
almasi degiskenler arasinda anlaml bir iliskinin olmadigim gdstermektedir.

Bulgular ve Tartisma

Arastirma bulgularinin yorumlanmasina gegmeden 6nce, ¢alismanin 2015 yilinda toplanan
saha verilerine dayandigimin belirtilmesi gerekmektedir. Bu durum, 6zellikle sosyal medya kullanim
aliskanliklari, dijital iletisim teknolojileri ve ¢evrimigi siyasal katilim bigimlerinde son yillarda
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meydana gelen hizli degisimler dikkate alindiginda, bulgularin degerlendirilmesinde géz Oniinde
bulundurulmasi gereken énemli bir sinirlilik olusturmaktadir. Dolayisiyla asagida sunulan bulgular,
iiniversite gencliginin 2015 y1li kosullarindaki siyasal katilim egilimlerini ve tutumlarini yansitmakta
olup giiniimiiz gengliginin siyasal davranislarina iliskin degerlendirmeler yapilirken bu durumun
dikkate alinmasi1 gerekmektedir.

Tablo 2: Ogrencilerin Sosyo-Demografik Ozellikleri
Ogrenci Sayllar1  Yiizdeler

Cinsiyet Kadin 212 49,8
Erkek 214 50,2
Yas Araliklar1  17-20 128 30,0
21-23 249 58,5
24-27 46 10,8
28-31 3 0,7
Bolgeler Marmara Bolgesi 329 77,2
Karadeniz Bolgesi 28 6,6
Akdeniz Bolgesi 10 2,3
Ege Bolgesi 24 5,6
I¢c Anadolu Bolgesi 13 3,1
Dogu Anadolu Bolgesi 13 3,1
Giineydogu Anadolu Bolgesi 9 2,1
Toplam 426 100

Ogrencilerin cinsiyete gore dagilimi incelendiginde, katilmcilarin %49,8’inin kadin,
%350,2°sinin  ise erkek oldugu goriilmektedir. Aragtirma silirecinde anket uygulamasi
gerceklestirilirken kadin ve erkek 6grencilerin sayilarimin birbirine dengeli bigimde yakin olmasina
ozellikle 6zen gosterilmistir.

Yas dagilimina bakildiginda dgrencilerin %30’unun 17-20 yas araliginda, %58,5’inin 21-23
yas araliginda, %10,8’inin 24-27 yas aralifinda ve %0,7’sinin 28-31 yas araliginda yer aldig tespit
edilmistir. Bu bulgular, orneklemin agirlikli olarak 21-23 yas araliinda yogunlastigini
gostermektedir.

Ogrencilerin {iniversiteye baslamadan dnce en uzun siire yasadiklar1 bolgelere iliskin veriler
incelendiginde, katilmecilarin  %77,2’sinin  Marmara Bolgesi’nde, %6,6’sinin  Karadeniz
Bolgesi’nde, %5,6’sinin Ege Bolgesi’nde, %3,1’inin I¢ Anadolu Bolgesi’nde, %3,1’inin Dogu
Anadolu Bolgesi’nde, %2,3’tnlin Akdeniz Bolgesi’'nde ve %2,1’inin Giineydogu Anadolu
Bolgesi’nde ikamet ettigi goriilmektedir.

Marmara Bolgesi’'nden gelen &grencilerin yiiksek orani, Trakya Universitesi’nin ayni
bolgede konumlanmis olmastyla yakindan iliskilidir. Universitenin 6grencilerin yerlesim yerlerine
cografi olarak yakin olmasi ve toplumsal-kiiltiirel agidan benzer 6zellikler tagimasi, tercih siirecinde
belirleyici faktorler arasinda degerlendirilebilir.

Buna karsilik I¢ Anadolu, Dogu Anadolu ve Giineydogu Anadolu Bolgeleri’nden gelen
ogrencilerin oranlarinin gorece diisiik diizeyde kalmasi, iiniversitenin bu bolgelere cografi uzaklig
ve bolgeler arasindaki toplumsal-kdiltiirel farkliliklar ile agiklanabilir.
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Tablo 3: Ogrencilerin Ailelerinin Genel Tutumlarina Dair Gériisleri
Ogrenci Sayillar1  Yiizdeler

Ailenin Ogrencilere Koruyucu 231 54,2
Karsi Genel Tutumu  Demokratik 143 33,6
Otoriter 35 8,2
fgisiz 17 4,0
Toplam 426 100

Ogrencilerin  %54,2’si aile yapisim koruyucu, %33,6’s1 ise demokratik buldugunu
belirtmistir. Ailesini otoriter veya ilgisiz olarak tanimlayanlarin orami ise daha diisiiktiir. Saha
calismasi esnasinda dikkat ¢eken bir diger husus, 6grencilerin esasen otoriter olan bazi ebeveyn
tavirlarim koruyucu olarak yorumlamalaridir. Bu ayrimi netlestirecek sorularin sorulmamis olmasi,
arastirmanin eksik yonlerinden biridir

Tablo 4: Ogrencilerin Sosyal Medya ile ilgili Pratikleri
Ogrenci Sayllar1  Yiizdeler

Sosyal Medyay1 Takip Evet 407 95,5
Etme Oranlar Hayir 19 4.5
Sosyal Medya Spor 103 24,2
Hesaplarim Ekonomi 20 477
Kullanarak En Cok Si ¢
Tartigtiklar1 Konu Slyase 159 37,3
Bashklan anat 94 22,1
Tartismam 50 11,7
Ogrencilerin Spor 115 27,0
Dikkatini Ceken Ekonomi 33 7.7
Haber Bashklar Siyaset 140 32,9
Sanat 68 16,0
Magazin 70 16,4
Toplam 426 100

Sosyal medyanin ve sosyal aglarin giindelik hayatimizdaki etkisi son yillarda giderek
artmigtir ve buna paralel olarak kullanici ve takipgi sayilar da siirekli yiikselen bir ivme kazanmastir.
Giliniimiiz gengligi teknolojinin hizlandig1, her gegen giin daha da gelistigi ve internetin giindelik
hayatimizin vazgecilmez bir parcasi oldugu bir diinyaya dogmustur. Bu sebeple genglerin sosyal
medyay1 takip orani ve sosyal medyada ilgilendikleri konu basliklart bizler igin ayrica 6neme sahip
bir konu haline gelmektedir. Yukaridaki tablodan da anlasildigi lizere 6grencilerinin %95,5’1 sosyal
medyayi takip etmektedir.

Sosyal medya giiniimiizde alternatif bir haber kaynagi niteligi de tagimaktadir. Genglerin
onemli bir kesimi {ilke giindemine dair gelismeleri bu platformlar aracilig: ile takip etmektedir.
Zekeriya Sarthan ve Raci Tasgioglu’nun 2024 yilinda yaymlanan “Tiirkiye’'de Genglerin Dijital
Siyasal Katilimlarina Yonelik Bir Arastirma” adli calismada sosyal medyay1 daha ¢ok hangi amagla
kullandiklarina dair sorulan soruya genglerin %45’inin giincel gelismelerden haberdar olmak,
%21,2’sinin eglenmek, %15,9’unun bos zamanlarini degerlendirmek, %7,1’inin yakinlariyla iletisim
kurmak, %5,4’linlin fikirlerini paylasmak- igerik tiretmek, %2,5’inin diger amaglarla %1,9’unun
ortak ilgi alanlarma sahip kisilerle tanigsmak, %0,9’unun protesto etmek ve elestirmek ve seklinde
cevap verdikleri gorilmiistiir (Sarthan & Tascioglu, 2024, s. 57). Bunun yaninda Giiler Cender ve
Zafer Kus’un yine 2024 yilinda yayinlanan “Genglerin Dijital Ortamlarda Siyasal Katilimlar:” adl
caligmalarinda da gengler glindemi dijital ortamda takip etmeyi tercih ettiklerini belirtmislerdir
(Cender & Kus, 2024, s. 136). Bunlardan baska sosyal medyanin gengler iizerindeki etkisini anlamak
agisindan Erhan Orselli ve Zekeriya Bilici’nin 2024 yilinda yaymlanan “Genglerin Siyasete Bakus
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ve Ilgi Diizeyleri: Kimden Nasil Etkileniyor?” adli calismas degerlidir. Calismada secim déneminde
siyasal tercihlerinizi en ¢ok ne etkiler sorusuna %63,1 orantyla genglerin ¢ogu sosyal medya cevabin
vermistir (Orselli & Bilici, 2024, s. 426).

Ogrencilerin en yogun tartistig1 baslik %37,3 ile siyaset olurken, bu alan1 %24,2’lik bir
oranla spor izlemektedir. Listenin son sirasinda ise %4,7 ile ekonomi yer almaktadir. Diger taraftan,
ogrencilerin %11,7’lik bir kesimi hi¢bir konuda tartisma yiiriitmedigini belirtmistir Bulgular; siyasal
konularm 6grencilerin sosyal medya etkilesimlerinde 6nemli bir yer tuttuguna isaret etmektedir.

Ogrencilerin dikkatini geken haber basliklarina bakildiginda %32,9 ile siyasetin ilk sirada
%27 ile sporun ikinci sirada yer aldigi; ekonomi haberlerinin ise %?7,7 ile en az ilgi goren baglik
oldugu goriilmektedir. Bu bulgular, 6grencilerin sosyal medya hesaplarini kullanarak en ¢ok
tartistiklar1 konu basliklar1 bulgusu ile karsilagtirildiginda tam bir 6rtiisme sergilemektedir. Her iki
alanda da siyasetin birinci, sporun ikinci ve ekonominin son sirada yer almasi, 6grencilerin tutarli bir
ilgi yonelimine sahip oldugunu kanitlamaktadir.

Tablo 5: Ogrencilerin Siyasetle ilgili Goriisleri
Ogrenci Sayillar1  Yiizdeler

Genglik Siyasetle Evet ilgilenmelidir 353 82,9
Igilenmeli Sadece gencligi ilgilendiren konularda 47 11,0
midir? Sadece oy verecegi zaman ilgilenmelidir 4 0,9
Hayir ilgilenmemelidir 12 2,8
Fikrim yok 10 2,3
G.iinliik hayatta Evet 301 70,7
siyasal konulari
konusmaktan Hayir 125 29.3
hoslanma
Siyasal konular1  Ailemle 79 18,5
en ¢ok kiminle Arkadaglarimla 215 50,5
konusursunuz? Akrabalarimla 7 1,6
Cevremdeki herkesle 90 21,1
Konugsmam 35 8,2
Siyasal Ailemden ve akrabalarimdan 163 38,3
gi'irii slerinizde Arkadaglarimdan 41 9,6
kimlerden Okuldan/egitim amagch bulundugum 18 8.9
etkilendiniz yerlerden >
Okudugum kitaplardan ve internetten 184 432
Toplam 426 100

Arastirmanin bulgularina gore 6grencilerin %82,9’u gibi 6nemli bir ¢ogunlugu genglerin
siyasetle ilgilenmesi gerektigini savunmaktadir. Siyasi ilgiyi gereksiz bularak genclerin siyasetle
ilgilenmemesi gerektigini diisiinenlerin oram1 %2,8’dir, siyasi ilginin yalnizca genglik meseleleri ile
siirlt kalmasi gerektigini savunanlar %11°1 ve sadece oy verme donemlerinde ilgilenilmesi
gerektigini diistinenler %0,9 diizeyindedir. Fikri olmayanlarin orani ise %2,3’tlir. Bu veriler,
gengligin siyasal siireclere dahil olma ve siyasetin iginde yer alma konusunda istekli olduklarim
agike¢a ortaya koymaktadir.

Ogrencilerin %70,7’si siyasal ve sosyal konulari konugmaktan keyif aldigin1 belirtirken
%29,3’ii ise bu tiir konusmalara ve tartismalara mesafeli yaklasmaktadir. Ogrencilerin sadece %40’a
yakini sosyal medya hesaplarinda siyasal konulari tartigtiklarmi sdylerken %70°ten fazlasi giinliik
hayatinda siyasal ve sosyal konulari konugsmaktan hoslandigini belirtmistir. Bundan 6grencilerin
siyasal konular1 birebir tartismaktan hoslandigini gikarabiliriz.
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Ogrencilerin siyasi konulari kimlerle konusmay1 tercih ettigine baktigimizda %350,5 ile
arkadas gevresi ilk siray1 almaktadir. %21,1 oram ile ¢evremdeki herkesle secenegi ikinci sirayi
almaktadir. Aile segenegi %18,5 orani ile liglincii siray1 alirken, akrabalar %1,6 orantyla en alt sirada
yer almaktadir. Hi¢ kimse ile konusmadigini belirtenlerin orani ise %8,2’dir.

Kemal Kilig’in (2010) “Kentsel Genglik Arastirmast Anketi Baglaminda: Genglerin Siyasal
Egilimlerini Etkileyen Faktorler” adl1 arastirmasinda katilimcilara yoneltilen ve bu calismada da yer
alan siyasal konular1 en ¢ok kiminle konusursunuz sorusuna benzer nitelikteki soruya katilimeilarin
verdikleri cevaplar mevcut ¢caligmamizin bulgular ile paralellik gostermektedir. Kilig’in aragtirmasi
da genglerin siyasal meseleleri aile iiyeleri ve akrabalar gibi yakin ¢evreleriyle konusmay1 sinirl
Olciide tercih ettiklerini; buna karsilik bu tiir konular1 daha cok arkadas gruplari igerisinde
tartigtiklarini ortaya koymaktadir (Kilig, 2010, s. 61).

Ayrica ogrencilerin biiyiik cogunlugu giinlik hayatinda siyasal ve sosyal konulari
konusmaktan hoslanirken yalmizca %40’a yakini sosyal medya platformlarinda siyaset igerikli
konulart tartistiklarini sdylemis ve bu konular1 daha ¢ok arkadas gevresi ve ailesi ile konugmayi tercih
ettiklerini belirtmislerdir. Yani 6grencilerin bu {i¢ soruya verdigi cevap kendi icerisinde tutarlilik
gostermektedir.

Ogrencilerin %43,2’si siyasal goriis ve bilinglerinin olusmas1 ve sekillenmesinde okuduklari
kitaplarin ve internetten edindikleri bilgilerin etkili oldugunu sdylemistir. Bu sonug internetin ve
sosyal medyanin gencler {izerinde biiylik bir etkiye sahip oldugunu gostermektedir. Siyasal
goriislerinin - sekillenmesinde ailem ve akrabalarim secenegi %38,3 oramiyla ikinci sirada
gelmektedir. Burada dikkat cekici nokta siyasal konulari en ¢ok arkadaglari ile konusmaktan
hoslandiklarin1 sOyleyen Ogrencilerin siyasal gorislerinin sekillenmesinde arkadaslarimdan
secenegini %9,6 gibi diisiik bir oranda beyan etmeleridir.

Tablo 6: Ogrencilerin Siyasal Katilimlarina iliskin Bilgiler
Ogrenci Sayillar1  Yiizdeler

Daha once bir siyasal  Evet gittim 116 27,2
partiye gittiniz mi? Hayir gitmedim 310 72,8
Herhangi bir dernek Sosyal bir kurulusa tiyeyim 139 32,6
ya (!a.kurulusa iiye Siyasal parti/genglik kollarina {iyeyim 51 12,0
misiniz? Saglikla ilgili bir kurulusa iiyeyim 38 8,9
Egitimle ilgili bir kurulusa iiyeyim 45 10,6
Hayir degilim 153 35,9
Ogrencilerin siyasal Isaretlenmedi 52 12,2
parti/genclik kollarma  Sjyasetle ilgilenmiyorum 63 14,8
ilye olmama nedenleri Higbir parti benim goriisiimii yansitmiyor 105 24,6
Gerekli gérmilyorum 81 19,0
Yaratabilecegi olumsuz sonuglardan 69 16.2
korkuyorum ’
Bir part.iye iilye olmadan da giizel seyler 56 13.1
yapilabilir ’
Daha once herhangi Gosteri yiiriiyligiine katildim 99 232
bir siyasal faaliyette Mitinglere katildim 68 16,0
bulundunuz mu Bir siyasal partinin se¢im kampanyasinda rol 71 4.9
aldim ’
Hayir, hicbir siyasal faaliyette bulunmadim 238 55,9
Toplam 426 100
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Caligsmanin bulgularina gore; 6grencilerin %27,2’si daha Once bir siyasal partiye gitmis
oldugunu soylemis, %72,8’1 ise daha dnce higbir siyasal partiye gitmedigini belirtmistir. Bu bulgu
Ogrencilerin siyasal partiler ile dogrudan temaz kurmaya mesafeli yaklastiklarin1 gdstermektedir.

Ogrencilerin herhangi bir dernek ya da kurulusa iiyelik durumlari incelendiginde biiyiik bir
boliimiiniin orgiitlii yapilara dahil olmadiklar goriilmektedir. Faaliyet alanlar1 sosyal ya da kiiltiirel
alanlar olan dernek ya da kuruluslara iiye olanlarin oran1 %32,6 iken, siyasal parti veya siyasal parti
genclik kollarna liye olanlarin orani %12°dir. Saglik alaninda faaliyet gosteren dernek ya da
kuruluslara iiye olanlarin oran1 %38.9, egitim amagli faaliyet gosteren dernek ya da kuruluslara iiye
olanlarin orant %10’6’dir. Buna karsilik 6grencilerin %35,9’u herhangi bir dernege ya da kurulusa
ilye olmadigini belirtmistir.

Ogrencilerin siyasal parti ya da parti genclik kollarma iiye olmamalarmin nedenlerinin
aragtirtldigl sorunun yanitlarinin arasina parti iiyesi olan Ogrencilerin de varligi sebebi ile
isaretlenmedi segenegi koyulmustur. Ogrencilerin %12’si siyasal parti ya da parti genclik kollar:
iiyesi olduklari i¢in bu soruya cevap vermemislerdir. Parti iiyesi olmayan 6grencilerin iiyelikten
kaginma gerekgelerinin basinda %24,6 orani ile hicbir parti benim goriisiimii yansitmiyor secenegi
gelmektedir. Ogrencilerin %19°u ise siyasal partiye iiyeligi gerekli gormedigini belirtirken, %16,2’si
parti liyeliginin dogurabilecegi olumsuz sonuglardan endise duydugunu dile getirmistir. Herhangi bir
partiye {iye olmadan da giizel seyler yapilabilecegini diisiinenlerin oran1 %13,1°dir. Ogrencilerin
%14,8’1 ise siyasetle ilgilenmedigini beyan etmistir.

Bu veriler 6grencilerin siyasal partilere ve geleneksel/kurumsal siyaset mekanizmasina
yonelik mesafeli tutumlarini ve giivensizliklerini ortaya koymaktadir. Nitekim 2006 yilinda Istanbul
Bilgi Universitesi Genglik Calismalar1 Birimi’nin yapmis oldugu “Istanbul Gengligi: STK Uyeligi
Bir Fark Yaratiyor mu?” adli aragtirmada genclerin en ¢ok giiven duyduklar kurumlarin sirasiyla
“ordu”, “sivil toplum kuruluslar1” ve “hiikiimet” oldugu tespit edilmistir. Arastirmada ikinci diizeyde
verilen yanitlarda da “ordu” ilk sirada yer almis bunu sirasiyla “cumhurbaskanligi” ve “saglik/sosyal
giivenlik kurumlar1” izlemistir. Bu cevaplar “sivil toplum kuruluslar” ve “TBMM?” izlemektedir.
Bu ¢alismada genglerin TBMM’ye duyduklari giivenin gorece diisiik oldugu belirlenmistir. (Genglik
Calismalari, 2006, s. 8). Daha yakin bir tarihte yapilan bir baska aragtirmanin sonuglar
incelendiginde benzer sonuclarin elde edildigi goriilmektedir. Sosyal, Ekonomik ve Kiiltiirel
Arastirmalar Merkezi’'nin Eyliil 2013’te yaptig1 “Tiirkive'de Genglik: Gengligin Ozellikleri,
Sorunlar:, Kimlikleri ve Beklentileri” adli arastirmada “Tiirkiye’nin gelecegi agisindan en
giivendiginiz kurum hangisidir?” sorusuna verilen yanitlarda “ordu” en giivenilir kurum olarak ilk
sirada yer almaktadir. En giivenilen diger kurumlar ise sirasiyla “meclis” ve “hiikiimettir”. So6z
konusu ¢aligmada yine ayni soruya ikinci diizeyde istenen yanitlarda da en giivenilir kurum olarak
ilk sirada “ordu” yer almaktadir. Arastirmada dikkat ¢ceken bir bagka husus ise siyasal partilere ve
medyaya duyulan giivenin oldukga diisiik diizeylerde kalmasidir. Siyasal partilere duyulan giiven
oran1 %2,9 ve medyaya duyulan giiven orani ise %1,2°dir. Aym soruya verilen ikinci diizey
yanitlarda da medya %2,2, siyasal partiler ise %5,8 orantyla Tiirkiye’nin en az giiven duyulan
kurumlar1 olmuglardir (SEKAM, 2013, s. 424-427). Ayrica medyanin almis oldugu giiven orami
Ogrencilerin neden sosyal medyaya bu kadar 6nem verdikleri sorusunun cevabi niteligindedir.

2021 yilinda yaymlanan H. Biisra Ekinci Saglam’in “Yiiksekogretimdeki Genglerin
Goziinden Genglerin Politika ile Iligkisi” adli ¢alisma da bu calisma ile paralellik gdstermektedir.
Gengler kendilerinin herhangi bir siyasal partiye iiye olmamalar1 konusunda bir siyasal partinin
goriislerini tam olarak yansitmadigini, partilerin goriiglerinin bir kismin1 benimserken bazilarim
benimsemediklerini ve {iye olmalar1 i¢in sadece bir kisim goriis birliginin yeterli olmadigim
belirtmislerdir (Ekinci Saglam, 2021, s. 107).

Ogrencilerin daha once herhangi bir siyasal faaliyette bulunup bulunmadiklarmin
arastirildign soruya Ogrencilerin %23,2°si gosteri yiiriiyiislerine katildigin1 soyleyerek, %16’si
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mitinglere katildiginm ve %4,9’u ise bir siyasal partinin se¢im kampanyasinda aktif rol aldigini beyan
ederek cevap vermistir. Buna karsilik 6grencilerin biiyiik bir boliimii %55,9 orani ile higbir siyasal
faaliyette bulunmadigimi ifade etmistir. Ogrencilerin biiyiik cogunlugunun genglerin siyasetle
ilgilenmesi gerektigini diisiindiigiinii ve giindelik yasamlarinda siyasal konulari tartismaktan
hoslandiklarini belirtmelerine ragmen, higbir siyasal faaliyete katilmamis olanlarm oraninin yiiksek
cikmasi dikkat ¢ekicidir. Bu durum, genglerin siyasal tutum ve davraniglar arasinda belirli bir
uyumsuzluk bulundugunu ve siyasal katilim konusunda kararsizlik ya da tereddiit yasadiklarim
diisiindiirmektedir. Ote yandan anket formundaki seceneklerde yalnizca geleneksel katilim yollarmin
bulunmasi, internet kullanim becerileri yiiksek olan ve sosyal medya platformlarinda en ¢ok siyasal
konular tartistiklarini ifade eden iiniversite 6grencilerine, internet temelli herhangi bir gruba, dijital
kampanyaya ya da ¢evrimici eyleme katilip katilmadiklarinin sorulmamis olmasi, ¢alismanin eksik
yonlerinden biri olarak goriilmektedir.

Tablo 7: Ogrencilerin Siyasetle ilgili Goriislerinin ve Siyasal Katilimlarmin Cinsiyete Gore

Dagilimi
Kadin Yiizde Erkek Yiizde Toplam
Evet ilgilenmelidir 182 42,7 171 40,1 82,9
Sadece gengligi ilgilendiren konularda 22 5,2 25 5,9 11,0
Genglik Siyasetle Sadece oy verecegi zaman
ilgilenmeli midir?  ilgilenmelidir o2 307 09
Hayir ilgilenmemelidir 2 0,5 10 23 2,8
Fikrim yok 5 1,2 5 1,2 23
Toplam 212 49,8 214 50,2 100
X2 6,858; sd: 4; p: 0.114
Daha once bir siyasal Evet 40 9,4 76 17,8 27,2
partiye giyiniz mi? Hay1r 172 40,4 138 32,4 72,8
Toplam 212 49,8 214 50,2 100,0
X% 14,892; sd: 1; p: 0,000
Sosyal bir kurulusa iiyeyim 59 13,8 80 18,8 32,6
Herhangi bir dernek  Siyasal parti/genclik kollarina iiyeyim 18 42 33 7,7 11,9
ya da kurulusa iiye Saglikla ilgili bir kurulusa tiyeyim 17 4,0 21 4.9 8,9
misiniz? Egitimle ilgili bir kurulusa iyeyim 34 8,0 11 2,6 10,6
Hay1r degilim 84 19,7 69 16,2 35,9
Toplam 212 49,7 214 50,3 100,0
X2: 21,223; sd: 4; p: 0,000
Gosteri yiriylisiine katildim 35 8,2 64 15,0 23,2
Daha énce herhangi gltlr}gleri katll'd{m ‘ 29 6,8 39 9,2 16,0
bir siyasal faaliyette Ir siyasal partinin se¢im 7 1,6 14 33 4,9
bulundunuz mu? kampanyasinda rol aldim
Hayir, higbir siyasal faaliyette 141 33.1 97 2.8 55,9
bulunmadim
212 49,8 214 50,2 100,0

Toplam X2: 20,424 sd: 3; p: 0,000

Ogrencelerin siyasetle ilgilenme durumlarinin cinsiyet degiskeninden bagimsiz olup
olmadigini belirlemek amaci ile Ki-Kare bagimsizlik testi uygulanmis ve sonuglar yukarda tablo 7'de
sunulmustur. Sonuglara gore; siyasetle ilgilenenlerde kadin &grencilerin oran1 %42,7 iken erkek
ogrencilerde ise %40,1’°dir. Sadece gengleri ilgilendiren konularda siyasetle ilgilenilmesi gerektigini
diistinenlerin oran1 kadin &grencilerde %5,2 ve erkek 6grencilerde %5,9’dur. Genglerin sadece oy
verme zamani siyasetle ilgilenmeleri gerektigini diisiinenlerin oran1 kadinlarda %0,2 iken erkeklerde
bu oran %0,7 olarak tespit edilmistir. Genglerin siyasetle ilgilenmemesi gerektigini diisiinen kadin
Ogrencilerin oran1 %0,5 olarak tespit edilirken erkek Ogrencilerde bu oran %2,3 olarak tespit
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edilmistir. Kararsiz ya da fikri olmadigini belirtenlerin oran ise her iki cinsiyette de %1,2’dir. Ayrica
Ki-Kare test sonucu (p>0,05) olarak tespit edilmistir. Bdylece test sonucuna gore siyasal ilginin
cinsiyet degiskeninden bagimsiz oldugu ortaya konmustur.

Ogrencelerin daha once herhangi bir siyasal partide bulunup bulunmama durumlarmnin
cinsiyet degiskeni ile iliskisini incelemek amaciyla yapilan Ki-kare bagimsizlik test sonuglarina gore
(p<0,05) olarak tespit edilmis ve iki degisken arasinda anlamli bir iliskinin varlig: tespit edilmistir.
Daha once bir siyasal partide bulundugunu belirtenlerin orani kadinlarda %9,4 iken erkeklerde
%17,8°dir. Buna karsilik herhangi bir siyasal partide bulunmadigini ifade edenlerin orani kadinlarda
%40,4, erkeklerde ise %32,4’tiir. Bu bulgular, siyasal partilerle temas ve deneyim bakimindan erkek
ogrencilerin kadin 6grencilere kiyasla daha yiiksek orana sahip oldugunu gostermektedir.

Toplam 06grenci sayis1 dikkate alindiginda, siyasal partiye hi¢ gitmemis olanlarin orani,
gitmis olanlara kiyasla daha yliksektir. Ayrica siyasal parti deneyimi olan gorece kiiciik grup
icerisinde kadin &grencilerin oraninin erkeklere gore daha diisiik olmasi, literatiirde siklikla dile
getirilen kadinlarin siyasal katilim diizeylerinin erkeklere kiyasla daha sinirli oldugu yoniindeki genel
degerlendirmeleri destekler niteliktedir.

Ogrencilerin herhangi bir kurulusa iiye olma durumlar ile cinsiyet degiskeni arasinda
anlaml1 bir iligkinin olup olmadigin1 ortaya koymak i¢in yapilan Ki-Kare bagimsizlik test sonuglarina
gore (p<0,05) olarak tespit edilmistir. Buna gore bu iki degisken arasinda anlamli bir iliski mevcuttur.
Bu baglamda herhangi bir kurulusa iiye olmayanlarin orani kadin 6grencilerde daha yiiksek
diizeylerdedir. Siyasal parti veya parti genclik kollar1 {iyeligi de kadin 6grencilerde daha diisiik
diizeylerde tespit edilmistir.

Ogrencilerin siyasal faaliyette bulunmalar1 ve cinsiyet degiskeni arasinda anlamli bir
iligkinin varligin1 ortaya koymak icin yapilan Ki-Kare test sonuglarina gore (p<0,05) olarak tespit
edilmis ve s6z konusu iki degisken arasinda anlamli bir iliskinin varlig1 ortaya konmustur. Higbir
siyasal faaliyette bulunmadigini belirtenlerin orani her iki cinsiyette de en yiiksek orana sahiptir.
Kadinlarda %16,5 ve erkeklerde %29,9 orani ile ikinci en yaygin siyasal faaliyet tiirli gosteri
yiiriiylislerine katilim olmustur. Bir siyasal partinin se¢im kampanyasinda aktif rol aldim secenegi
ise kadinlarda %3,3 ve erkeklerde %6,5 ile her iki cinsiyette de en diisiik diizeyde kalmistir.

Hakan Candan ve Ali Tosun’un Karamanoglu Mehmetbey Universitesi’nde yiiriittiikleri ve
2019 yilinda yayinlanan “Gengligin Siyasal Katilima Iliskin Algisi: Universite Ogrencileri Ornegi”
adli ¢alisma 6grencilerin katiliminin cinsiyet {izerine dagilimi konusunda bizim c¢alismamiz ile
benzerlik gostermektedir. S6z konusu ¢aligmada da kadinlarin katilimi erkeklere gore oransal olarak
daha asagida kalirken hem kadinlarda hem de erkeklerde higbir siyasal faaliyette bulunmayanlarin
orani en yiiksek degerde saptanmistir (Candan & Tosun, 2019, s. 2595). Bu sonuglar kadinlarin
siyasal katilim diizeylerinin erkelere kiyasla daha simirli oldugunu bir kez daha ortaya koymaktadir.
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Tablo 8: Ogrencilerin Siyasal Katilimlarinin ve Siyasal Gériislerinin Sekillenmesinin Ailelerinin
Tutumuna Gore Dagilimi

Koruyucu Demokratik Otoriter Ilgisiz Toplam
N % N % N % N % (\)

Daha 6nce Gosteri yiiriiylisiine katildim 39 394 46 465 9 9,1 5 5,1 99
herhangi bir Mitinglere katildim 31 456 29 426 6 88 2 29 68
51ya§al Bir siyasal partinin se¢im 11 524 5 238 3 143 2 95 ’1
faaliyette kampanyasinda rol aldim
bulundunuz Hayr, higbir siyasal faaliyette 150 630 63 265 17 71 8 34 238
mu? bulunmadim

231 54,2 143 33,6 35 82 17 4,0 426
Toplam

X2: 22,818; sd: 9; p: 0,007
Ailemden ve akrabalarbmdan 105 64,4 46 282 9 55 3 1,8 163
Siyasal Arkadaglarimdan 17 41,5 14 34,1 6 146 4 938 41
goriislerinizde  Okuldan/egitim amacl 25 658 11 289 2 53 0 0 38

kimlerden bulundugum yerlerden
. NI N ;
etkilendiniz? Qkudugum kitaplardan ve 84 457 72 391 18 98 10 54 184
internetten
231 54,2 143 33,6 35 82 17 4,0 426
Toplam

X?: 23,346; sd: 9; p: 0,005

Ailenin genel tutumu ve Ogrencilerin daha 6nce herhangi bir siyasal faaliyette bulunma
durumlan arasinda anlamli bir iligkinin varligim1 ortaya koymak amaciyla yapilan Ki-Kare testi
sonuclarina gore (p<0,05) olarak belirlenmis ve bu iki degisken arasinda anlamli bir iligki
saptanmistir. Buna gore ailelerinin tutumlarini1 koruyucu ve otoriter olarak nitelendiren 6grencilerde
daha 6nce herhangi bir siyasal faaliyette bulunmama durumu en yiiksek diizeydedir. Daha 6nce higbir
siyasal faaliyette bulunmadigimi belirten Ogrencilerin %63’ii ailelerinin tutumlarini koruyucu,
%726,5’1 ise demokratik olarak nitelendirmektedir.

Ailenin genel tutumu ve 6grencilerin siyasal goriislerinin sekillenmesi arasinda anlaml bir
iligkinin olup olmadiginin arastirilmasi amaciyla yapilan Ki-Kare test sonuglarina gore (p<0,05)
olarak tespit edilmis ve s6z konusu degiskenler arasinda anlamli bir iligki gdzlemlenmistir.
Ailelerinin genel tutumunu koruyucu olarak degerlendiren Ogrencilerin %64,4’li siyasal
disiincelerinin sekillenmesinde aile ve akrabalarinin etkili oldugunu ifade etmis, ikinci sirada ise
okuduklan kitaplar ve internetin etkili oldugunu sdylemislerdir. Buna karsilik ailelerinin genel
tutumunu demokratik, otoriter ve ilgisiz olarak nitelendiren 6grencilerde ise ilk siray1 okudugum
kitaplar ve internet secenegi almaktadir. 2000’1 yillarin tiniversite gencliginin siyasal algi, yonelim
ve davraniglarini incelemeyi amaglayan bu c¢alismada, kitaplar ve ozellikle internetin yliksek
oranlarda etkili faktor olarak one g¢ikmasi, genglerin siyasal sosyallesme ve katilim siireclerinde
dijital mecralarin belirleyici bir konuma yerlestigini ortaya koymaktadir.

Arastirmamizin sonuglarma gore {niversite Ogrencilerinin ¢ogu gengligin siyasetle
ilgilenmesi gerektigini diistinmekte, sosyal yasaminda siyasal konular1 konusmaktan hoslanmaktadir.
Siyasal konular1 en ¢ok arkadaslar ile konusan genclerin dikkatini ¢eken haber basliklarinin baginda
da siyaset gelmektedir. Buradan hareketle oOzellikle 1980°den sonra genglerin siyasetten
uzaklastigini, apolitik oldugunu sdyleyen genel kaninin aksine genglerin siyasetle ilgili oldugunu,
siyaseti ve giindemi takip ettigini sOyleyebiliriz. Son yillarda yapilan calismalar da bunu
desteklemektedir. Ornegin daha dnce sdziinii ettigimiz Ekinci Saglam’m 2021 yilinda yayinlanan
calismasinda, gengler apolitik olmadiklarini aksine politik goriislerinin oldugunu ancak geleneksel
katilim yollarini tercih etmediklerini dile getirmislerdir (Ekinci Saglam, 2021, s. 107). Yine Candan
ve Tosun’un 2019 tarihli Gengligin Sivasal Katihma [liskin Algisi: Universite Ogrencileri Ornegi
adli calismada genglerin siyasete ilgi diizeyi oldukga yiiksek orandadir (Candan & Tosun, 2019, s.
2593).
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Arastirmamizin bir diger sonucu {iniversite 6grencilerinin siyasete her ne kadar ilgili olsalar
da geleneksel siyasal katilim yontemleri ile siyasal alana dahil olma tutumlarinin oldukga diisiik
olmasidir. Ogrencilerin biiyiik bir cogunlugu daha once herhangi bir siyasal partiye gitmedigini,
yarisindan fazlasi da daha dnce hicbir siyasal faaliyette bulunmadigini dile getirmistir. Ogrencilerin
sadece %12’si bir siyasal parti veya parti genglik kollar1 tiyesidir. Ailelerinin genel tutumunu
koruyucu veya otoriter olarak degerlendiren 6grencilerin katilimlar1 daha diisiik diizeydedir. Tiim
bunlar cinsiyet faktorii iizerinden degerlendirildigin de kadinlarin katilimlar erkeklere kiyasla daha
diisiik oranlarda kalmaktadir.

Genglerin siyasal alana dahil olmay1 nigin tercih etmediklerine dair Demet Liikiisli’niin
yaptig1 Genglerin Siyaset Algilart ve Deneyimleri: Yeni Bir Siyaset ve Orgiitlenme Modeli Uzerine
Diisiinmek adli ¢alismanin bulgularina gore, gengler siyaseti kirli bir alan olarak algilamaktadir.
Siyasal alana dahil olmay1 siyaset yapmak olarak degil siyasete bulagsmak olarak
degerlendirmektedir. Siyasal alami degistirilmesi zor ve kati kurallari olan bir alan olarak
algilamaktadir (Liikiislii, 2010, s. 193-196). Acar ve Becel’in 2021 yilinda yaymlanan Universite
Gencliginin Goniillii Sivasal Katilimi: Kiitahya Dumlupinar Universitesi IIBF Ogrencileri Uzerine
Uygulamali Bir Calisma adli aragtirmalarinda 6grencilere, siyasal katilma ile siyasal hayatta etkin
olma duygularin1 sormus ve Ogrencilerin %65,41i etkin olmadiklarini diistindiiklerini beyan
etmislerdir. Ogrencilerin %18’ ise kararsiz olduklarini sdylemistir (Acar & Becel, 2021, s. 27).
Aragtirmanin bulgulari Liikiislii’niin ¢alismasini destekler niteliktedir.

Arastirmamizin bir bagka sonucu genglerin siyasal alg1 ve goriislerinin sekillenmesinde ve
hatta siyasal katilimlarinda genelde internetin 6zelde sosyal medyanin artik cok 6nemli bir yere sahip
oldugudur. Ogrencilerin %95,5’1 sosyal medyay1 takip etmektedir. Sosyal medyada en cok
tartistiklar1 konu siyasettir ve 6grencilerin biiyiik bir kisminin siyasal goriiglerinin sekillenmesinde
okuduklar kitaplar ve internetten edindikleri bilgiler etkili olmustur. Internet ve sosyal medya erisim
kolayliklar1 ve gelismelerden anlik olarak haberdar olma gibi sagladigi imkanlar sebebiyle gengler
tarafindan siyaseti takip etme, 6grenme ve siyasal bir biling olusturma konularinda siklikla tercih
edilmektedir.

Sonu¢

Politik durus anlaminda genellikle 1960’11 ve 1970’11 yillarin duyarh {iniversite gengliginin
karsisina konumlandirilan 1980 sonrast kusaklar genellikle siyasal duyarsizliklar sebebiyle ¢esitli
elestirilere maruz kalmislardir. Bu elestireler genellikle bireysel, bencil, tiiketim odakli olduklari ve
toplumsal sorumluluk duygularimin gelismemis oldugu yoniindedir. Ancak bu kusaklar neo-liberal
politikalarin uygulandig1 ve askeri darbe sonrasi kurulan baski rejimini koruyan bir anayasa ile
yonetilen bir lilkede biliylimiislerdir. Rekabeti ve bireysel ¢ikarlari her seyin 6niine koyan neo-liberal
politikalarla bireyciligin yiiceltildigi bir diinyada biiyliyen genglerin siyasal parti ya da parti genglik
kollarina iiye olmamalar1 yani orgiitlii siyasete mesafeli yaklagmalari anlagilabilir bir durumdur.

Toplumun onciisii, devletin ve devrimlerin koruyucusu olarak degerlendirilen gengligin
1970°1i yillarda asir1 politize olmasi sebebiyle devlet igin bir tehlike olarak algilanmaya baglanmis
ve 1980°den sonra bilingli olarak siyasetten uzaklagtirtlmistir. 1970’li yillarda orgiitlii eylemler
icinde bulunan gencler bu eylemleri sebebi ile devlet tarafindan cezalandirilmis ve ilerleyen yillarda
kendi ¢ocuklarini da siyasetten uzak tutmaya ¢alismislardir. Ailelerin bu davranisi giiniimiize kadar
aktarilmistir ve genglerin siyasal katilimlarinin 6niine bir engel olarak ¢ikmaktadir. Ailesinin genel
tutumunu koruyucu veya otoriter olarak degerlendiren genglerin siyasal katilimlarinin daha diigiik
oranlarda ¢ikmasi bu durumu desteklemektedir.

Gengligin geleneksel yontemlerle siyasal katilim oranlar oldukca diisiiktiir. Ancak
teknolojik gelismeler ile gencligin siyasal katilim bigimlerinde belirgin bir doniisiim yasanmistir.
Geleneksel anlamda orgiitlii yapilar ve yiiz yiize hep birlikte yapilan eylemler etrafinda sekillenen
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siyasal katilim pratikleri yerini giinden giine bireysel olarak yapilan, 6rgiitlii bir yapiya bagli olmadan
esnek bir bigimde ve dijital mecralarda gergeklestirilen katilim pratiklerine birakmaktadir. Gengler
siyasal siireclere dahil olmay1 sadece sokak eylemleri ya da fiziksel mekanlarla sinirli gormemekte,
gorece konforlu ve giivenli evlerinde oturarak hizli ve anlik etkilesim imkani sunan sosyal medya
platformlar1 iizerinden tartigmalara girerek, fikir beyan ederek ya da kampanyalara katilarak
gergeklestirmektedir.

S6z konusu doniisiim sebebi ile gengleri siyasetten uzak ve siyasal katilim noktasinda pasif
olarak degerlendirmek yerine teknoloji diinyas1 i¢ine dogmus bu gengleri internet temelli yeni araglar
ve siyasal politikalar ile siyasal alana daha fazla dahil etmenin yollar1 diisinmek daha dogru
olacaktir. Ozellikle iiniversitede okuyan iilkenin yarinlarim emanet edecegimiz gencligin siyasal
stireclere dahil edilecek yollarin aranmasi demokratik toplumun devamliligi agisindan son derece
onemlidir. Ciinkii tiniversite gencligi siyasal sistemin gelecekteki aktorleri olacaktir. Bu sebeple
tiniversite gengliginin siyasal alanda pasif hale gelmesi uzun vadede demokratik temsil ve siyasal
mesruiyet mekanizmalarinin zayiflamasi sorunlarinit giindeme getirebilir. Bu nedenle iiniversite
gencliginin siyasal katilimim tesvik etmek, katilim diizeylerini arttirmak i¢in yeni ara¢ ve kanallar
yaratmak son derece dnemlidir.

Bu calismanin bulgularindan hareketle gelecekte yapilacak arastirmalarda, iiniversite
gengliginin dijital siyasal katilim pratiklerinin farkli sosyoekonomik ve kiiltiirel degiskenlerle iligkisi
daha ayrintili bigimde incelenebilir. Ayrica genglerin ¢evrimigi siyasal katilim deneyimlerinin zaman
icerisinde geleneksel siyasal katilim bi¢imlerine nasil yansidigini ortaya koyacak boylamsal
calismalar, genglik ve siyasal katilim iligkisine dair daha kapsamli bir anlayis gelistirilmesine katk1
saglayabilir. Bunun yaninda farkli iniversite tiirleri ve bdolgeler arasinda gerceklestirilecek
karsilastirmali arastirmalar, genglerin siyasal katilimini etkileyen faktorlerin daha derinlemesine
analiz edilmesine imkan taniyabilir.
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ETiK BEYANLAR
Arastirma ve Yaymn Etigi

Yazarlar, bu makalenin bilimsel arastirma ve yayin etigi ilkelerine uygun olarak hazirlanmis
0zgiin bir calisma oldugunu beyan etmektedir. Calisma, Yeliz Sahinbas Coskun tarafindan
Trakya Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Kamu Yonetimi Anabilim Dali'nda
tamamlanan “Gengligin Siyaset Algisi ve Yonelimleri: Trakya Universitesi Ogrencileri
Uzerine Bir Calisma” baslikl1 yiiksek lisans tezinden iiretilmistir. Makale daha 6nce herhangi
bir yerde yayimlanmamis olup baska bir dergide degerlendirme siirecinde degildir.

Caligmada yararlanilan tiim kaynaklar akademik kurallara uygun bi¢imde atiflanmis ve
kaynakcada gosterilmistir. Yazarlar, calismanin intihal, veri uydurma, veri tahrifi veya
manipiilasyon icermedigini; aragtirma bulgularinin bilimsel diiriistliik ilkelerine uygun
bi¢cimde sunuldugunu beyan etmektedir.

Yazar Katkisi

Yazarlar calismanin tasarlanmasi, yiiriitiilmesi, yorumlanmasi ve makalenin hazirlanmasina
onemli Olclide katki saglamistir. Tiim yazarlar makalenin son hélini okuyup onaylamis ve
yayimlanmasini kabul etmistir.

Cikar Catismasi

Yazarlar, bu makalenin yayimlanmasina iliskin herhangi bir ¢ikar ¢atismasi bulunmadigini
beyan etmektedir.

Finansal Destek

Bu aragtirma herhangi bir kamu kurumu, ticari kurulus veya kar amaci giitmeyen kurulus
tarafindan finansal olarak desteklenmemistir.

Yapay Zeka Kullamim Beyani

Makalenin hazirlanmas: siirecinde yapay zeka araglarindan yalnizca dil diizenleme, ceviri
destegi ve anlatim iyilestirmesi amaciyla yararlanilmistir. Yapay zeka destekli dil
diizenlemeleri ve geviriler yazarlar tarafindan dikkatle kontrol edilmis ve dogrulanmistir.
Yapay zeka araclar1 aragtirmanin tasariminda, veri toplama siirecinde, veri analizinde,
bulgularin yorumlanmasinda veya akademik sonuglarin olusturulmasinda kullanilmamastir.
Makalenin igerigine iliskin tiim akademik sorumluluk yazarlara aittir.

Telif Haklar1 ve izinler

Yazarlar, ¢aligmada kullanilmis telif hakkina tabi materyaller i¢in gerekli izinlerin alindigini
ve ¢alismanin herhangi bir fikri miilkiyet hakkini ihlal etmedigini beyan etmektedir.

Yazar Onay1

Tiim yazarlar makalenin son halini okuduklarini, onayladiklarini ve yayimlanmasini kabul
ettiklerini beyan etmektedir.

Authors' Contribution Statement / Yazarlarin Katki Orani Beyani
The researchers' contribution statement is as follows / Arastirmacilarin katki orani beyani su
sekildedir:

First author / 1. Yazar %60,
Second author / 2. Yazar %40.
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